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trees in Somis the world has forgotten all 
about them long ago. Those whom they 
fought for and died for have not only for
gotten them but never even thanked them. 

This is the bitter truth. And no man 
should fear the truth, no matter how bitter 
it be. 

The supreme egotism and arrogance that 
sent these boys and others like them to 
death again is in motion. There is great 
danger that the error of the first World 
War is to be repeated. Throughout America 
there is the belief that our Nation again 
will be involved, although fully 90 percent 
of the population is 'opposed to it. 

How helpless we appear to be as a people. 
We don't want to engage in this war, but 
feel that we shall be forced into it. The 
question naturally arises, Who is it that can 
again send our young men to the slaughter 
regardless of how the people feel about it? 
Is this a government of and by the people 
or a dictatorship? . If it be a government 
of and by the people, why do not the people 
themselves decide this matter? 

There is a large and highly respectable 
segment of the American people who have 
contended and still contend that the best 
foreign policy for our Government to pur
sue is to stay at home and mind our own 
business, which is exactly what we have not 
done and are not doing. The advice of 
George Washington to avoid foreign entan
glements has been thrown to the winds. We 
are entangled up to our necks. 

When the first World War ended Winston 
Churchill, now Prime Minister of Great Brit
ain, saia that if America had kept out the 
war would have ended a year sooner and a 
million lives would have been saved. 

Was not that a fine gesture of contempt? 
And no word about the money we loaned and 
will never get back. No word about the 
100,000 American boys killed in battle and 
lying dead in France and Flanders. 

We wonder if God ever will give us sense. 
It is notorious that every nation of Europe 
without exception regards Americans as nin
compoops. 

Wise old Will Rogers once declared that 
America had never lost a war nor won a 
conference. Think back and consider what 
a monkey they· made out of Woodrow Wilson 
at the peace table of Versailles. The crazi
est patchwork of alleged diplomacy was that 
solemn conclave at which poor, well-meaning 
Woodrow Wilson was jollied to his face and 
laughed at behind his back. Those birds 
over there are old at the game and we are 
new at it. 

RECESS 

Mr. BARKLEY. I move that the Sen
ate tak3 a recess until 12 o'clock noon 
tomorrow. 

The motion wa.s agreed to; and <at 5 
o'clock and 46 minutes p. m.) the Senate 
took a recess until tomorrow, Friday, May 
9, 1941, at 12 o'cloclt meridian. 

CONFIRMATIONS 
Executive nominations confirmed by 

the Senate, May 8, 1941: 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL 

James Joseph Gillespie to be United States 
marshal for the sou~hern district of Iowa. 

POSTMASTERS 

MASSACHUSETTS 

Michael J. Costello, Franklin. 
William S. Arnold, Nantasket Beach. 
Edward E. Cooney, Northampton. 

OKLAHOMA 

John E. Gwinn, Butler. 
Thomas A. Holland, Cushing. 
Rose B. Hayes, McLoud. 
L-ee Garner, Jr., Red Oak. 

WEST VIRGINIA 

Jacob Seitz, Jane Lew. 
Howard Mahan, Oak Hill. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
THURSDAY, MAY 8, 1941 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera 

Montgomery, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 

Father of mercies, teach us to love Thy 
sacred word: "Thou shalt love the Lord 
thy God with all thy heart, with all thy 
soul, with all thy mind, with all thy 
strength, and thy neighbor as thyself." 
May the heavenly pages of the Holy 
Bible, the way of wisdom, the path of 
learning, the way of the prophets, the 
apostles, and the way of the saints 
spread forth from shore to shore. Light 
up the future years with Thy precepts, 
quicken and inspire the god-like nature 
within us with greater zeal, with greater 
courage, and with deeper assurance. 
Grant that the evil within us may be di
minished and the good accentuated that 
unity and harmony may prevail in every 
State and in every home in all our broad 
land; that the excellency of our ideals, 
our moral convictions, and our holy faith 
may come unto the measure of the 
stature of the fullness of our Lord and 
Master. 0 Love that will not let us go, 
we pray that we may enter into the peace 
of a truly Christian life wherein stormy 
words melt into silence, aching hearts 
are mended, and tearful eyes become 
springs of hope and promise. In our Re
deemer's name. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yes
terday was read and approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. 
Frazier, its legislative clerk, announced 
that the Senate had passed without 
amendment a concurrent resolution of 
the House of the following title: 

H. Con. Res. 29. Concurrent resolution ac
knowledging the felicitations of the Congres3 
of Costa Rica. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate agrees to the amendments of the 
House to bills of the Senate of the fol
lowing titles: 

S. 376. An act providing for the advance
ment on the retired list of certain officers of 
the line of the United States Navy; 

S. 392. An act for the relief of Joseph Dolak 
and Anna Dolak, father and mother of Gene 
Dolak, deceased; and 

S. 941. An act for the relief of Ralph C. 
Hardy, William W. Addis, C. H. Seaman, J. T. 
Polk, and E. F. Goudelcck. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate had passed, with amendments in 
which the concurrence of the House is 
requested, a bill of the House of the fol
lov.:ring title: 

H. R. 3205. An act making appropriations 
for the Treasury and Post Office Departments 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1942, and 
for other purposas. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate insists upon its amendments to 
the foregoing bill, requests a conference 
with the House on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and appoints 
Mr. GLASS, Mr. TYDINGS, Mr. McCARRAN, 
Mr. HAYDEN, Mr. BAILEY, Mr. LoDGE, and 
Mr. WHITE to be the conferees on the 
~part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate disagrees to the amendment of 
the House to the bi11 <S. 991) entitled "An 
act for the relief of the widow of the late 
Artis J. Chitty," requests a conference 
with the 'House on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and appoints 
Mr. BROWN, Mr. ELLENDER, and Mr. CAP
PER to be the conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 
WAR DEPARTMENT CIVIL FUNCTIONS AP

PROPRIATION BILL, 1942 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker's table the bill <H. R. 4183) 
making appropriations for the ftscal year 
ending June 30, 1942, for civil functions 
administered by the War Department, 
and for other purposes, with Senate 
amendments thereto, disagree to the 
Senate amendments, and agree to the 
conference asked by the Senate. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objectjon to 

the request of the gentleman from Penn
sylvania? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none, and appoints the following 
conferees: Messrs. SNYDER, TERRY, 
STARNES of Alabama, COLLINS, KERR, 
MAHON, POWERS, ENGEL, and CASE of 
South Dakota. 
TREASURY AND POST OFFICE DEPART

MENTS APPROPRIATION BILL, 1942 

Mr. LUDLOW. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker's table the bill <H. R. 3205) 
making approprlations for the Treasury 
and Post Office Departments for the 
ftscal year ending June 30, 1942, and for 
other purposes, with Senate amend
ments thereto, disagree to the Senate 
amendments, and agree to the confer
ence asked by the Senate, and that the 
Speaker appoint conferees on the part 
of the House. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from Indi
ana? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none, and appoints the following con
ferees: Messrs. LUDLOW, O'NEAL, JOHN
SON Of West Virginia, MAHON, CASEY of 
Massachusetts, TABER, KEEFE, and RICH. 
PUBLIC WORKS MADE NECESSARY BY 

THE DEFENSE PROGRAM 

Mr. COLMER, from tlie Committee on 
Rules, submitted the following privileged 
resolution, which was referred to the 
House Calendar and ordtred to be 
printed: 

House Resolution 200 

Resolved, That immediately upon the 
adoption of this resolution it shall be in 
order to move that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole' House on 
the state of the Union for the consideration 
of H. R. 4545, a bill to provide for the ac
quisition and equipment of public works 
made necessary by the defense program. 
That after general debate, which shall be 
confined to the bill and shall continue not 
to exceed 2 hours, to bs equally divided and 
controlled by the chairman and ranking 
minority member of the Committee on Pub
lic Buildings and Grounds, the bill shall be 
read for amendment under the 5-minute 
rule. At the conclusion of the reading of 
the bill for amendment the Committee shall 
rise and report the same to the HouEe with 
such amendments as may have been adopted, 
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and the previous question shall be con
sidered as ordered on the bill and amend· 
ments thereto to final passage without in• 
tervening motion except one motion to 
recommit. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. HOUSTON asked and was given 
permission to extend his own remarks in 
the RECORD. 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

. Mr. WILLIAM T. PHEIFFER. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad
dress the House for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. WILLIAM T. PHEIFFER. Mr. 

Speaker, while what I am about to say is 
by way of anticlimax to the ship-seizure 
bill we passed yesterday, yet I wish to 
call the attention of the House to a de
velopment that just came to my atten
tion this morning. 

Published in last Monday's Washing
ton Post was a news item that the Coast 
Guard had boarded seven ships of Yugo
slavia to determine whether the officers 
and crews were loyal to the boy King 
Peter or to the new government of Yugo
slavia, the strong inference being that 
we will seize these ships if the Coast 
Guard, in the exercise of its Solemn 
judgment, ordains that these sailors are 
traitors to the King. · 

This incident strikingly illustrates the 
extent to which our Government is going 
in carryjng out the high-handed policy 
of ship seizure. These alien ships, ships 
of a country with which we are still at 
peace-and may the Lord grant that we 
remain at peace-trustingly sail into our 
ports, expecting to find sanctuary and 
hospitality and, instead, they find that 
they have sailed into pirate ports. It 
was argued in support of the ship
seizure bill that we are justified in con
fiscating alien property because similar 
acts have been committed in other coun
tries. In brief, we subscribe to the un
moral thesis that two wrongs make one 
right. Mr. Speaker I say that if that is 
right, then every rule in the copybook 
is wrong. The enactment of the ship
seizure bill, without the Culkin amend
ment, is a blot on the honor and integ
rity of our Government which can never 
be erased. [Applause.] 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
EXTENSION OF REMA:t\.KS 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex
tend my own remarks in' the RECORD and 
include therein an appeal addressed to 
the German people that a certain group 
·of Germans in this country planned to 
broadcast to the people in Germany. It 
is a very fine appeal. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
. the request. of the gentlewoman from 
Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. JONKMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the RECORD and include there
in a short editorial. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
. the request of the gentleman from 
-Michigan? 

There was !lO objection, 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA BUSINESS ly the fathers and mothers of this coun-
Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, it 1s try. A violation of this pledge will do 

very natural that on the days when Dis- more to destroy democracy in the United 
trict of Columbia legislation is considered States than Hitler's legions, his bombing 
not a large number of Members are pres- planes and his boats. [Applause.] 
ent for the debate on those bills. I say [Here the gavel fell.] 
this is natural because usually the legisla- EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
tion considered has to do strictly with the Mr. CARTWRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I 
District of Columbia, and many times it ask unanimous consent to extend my re
deals with subjects that are not of ex- marks in the RECORD and to include 
treme ·importance to the House as a therein a poem relative to the dedica
whole. 

However, I call your attention to the tion of Woodrow Wilson's birthplace. 
fact that on this coming Monday, which · The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
is a regular District day, there will be the request of the gentleman from 
before the House a discussion of the Oklahoma? 
fiscal affairs of the District of Columbia There was no objection. 
and we will consider the so-called Over- Mr. GEARHART. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
ton formula, a bill which has passed the unanimous consent to extend my own re
Senate of the United States without a marks in the Appendix of the RECORD 
dissenting vote and has been approved and to include therein ·an article by Neal 
by the House Committee on the District L. McGinty, of Monterey. 
of Columbia. This bill will be brought The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
here for debate and a vote either up or the request of the gentleman from Cali
down. It deals with a matter of extreme fornia? 
importance, the Federal contribution · to · There was no objection. · 
the District of Columbia. I trust that Mr. GEARHART. Mr. Speaker, I also 
Members will find it possible to be pres- ask unanimous con'sent to extend my own 
ent. [Applause.] remarks in the Appendix of the RECORD 

[Here the gavel fell.l and to include therein an article by Mr. 
George H. Cabaniss, Jr., of San Francisco. 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
Mr. SATTERFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I the request of the gentleman from Call-

ask unanimous consent that today, at the fornia? · 
conclusion of the legislative program and There was no objection. 
following any special orders heretofore Mr. JOH~S. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
entered, I n1ay be permitted to address imous consent to extend my own remarks 
the House for 10 minutes. in the RECORD by including therein an 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to editorial from the Times-Herald of today. 
the · request of the gentleman from Vir- The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
ginia? the request of the gentleman froni Wis-

There was no objection. consin? 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS . There Wa.g no objection. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
Mr. SATTERFIELD and Mr. GEHR- unanimous consent to extend my own re

MANN asked and were given permission marks in the RECORD by including there
to extend their own remarks in the i~ an address delivered by the Most Rev
RECORD. ·erend Joseph P. Hurley, Bishop of St. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask Augustine·, Fla., at the Florida State Con
unanimous consent to extend my own re- vention of the National Council of Cath-
marks in the Appendix of the RECORD. olic Women. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Indi- the request of the gentleman from 
ana? Florida? 

There was no objection. · There was no objection. 
·' PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE Mr. O'BRIEN of Micpigan. Mr. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 min- extend my own remarks in the RECORD 
ute. . and to include therein resolutions on the 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to Great ~akes-St. Lawrence seaway. 
the request of the gentleman from Man- · The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
tana? the request of the gentleman from 

There was no objection. Michigan? 
Mr. O'CONNOR. Mr. Speaker, judg- There was no objection. 

ing from the scare headlines in the press Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan. Mr. 
this morning quoting Mr. Knox about Speaker, I ask unanimous conliient to 
sending our boys to Europe I think it IS extend my own remarks in the RECORD 
aprolJOS at this time to again call at- by including therein an editorial. 
tention to a statement by President The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
Roosevelt when seeking reelection. I the request of the gentleman from 
quote the President of the United States Michigan? 
in his speech at Boston, October 30, 1940: There was no objection. 

While I am talking to the fathers and 
mothers I give you one more assurance. I PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 
have said this before, but I shall say it again Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, .I ask 
and again and again, your boys are not go- unanimous consent to proceed for 1 
ing to be sent into any foreign wars. minute. 

Mr. Speaker, this was a solemn pledge The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
given by the President of. the United the request of the gentleman from New 
States at a solemn hour on a solemn York? 

:.... subject tQ ~ §QJ~m:tl class of people, name..: •__ 'l'here was no objection, . 
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Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, about a 

week ago the Secretary of the Treasury 
suggested to the Ways and Means Com
mittee that the pressure might be taken 
off of some of the tax situation if we 
had a little bit of the spirit of economy. 
He stated that we might save $1,000,-
000,000 if we went at it right. I believe 
that if we went at it right and cut down 
the things that could be cut down with
out a bit of hurt to the people of the 
United States, . but to their everlasting 
benefit, we could save $2,000,000,000. I 
am going to take a little more time in 
going into this pretty thoroughly in the 
course of the next day or two, but I think 
this is an item that should have the 
prime attention of this Congress. [Ap
plause.] 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the REcORD and to include 
therein an editorial published under date 
of Saturday, May 3, in the Sheboygan 
<Wis.) Press, in reference to the St. Law
rence seaway, entitled "Let the Cat Out 
of the Bag." 
. The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin? 

There was no objection. 
CIVILIAN CONSERVATION CORPS 

Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Spea,ker, I ask 
unanimous consent that I may be per
mitted to proceed for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the re.quest of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Speaker, supple

menting the remarks just made by the 
.gentleman from New York [Mr. TABER], 
may I call attention at this time to a 
matter that recently came to my obser
vation as a member of the Committee on 
Appropriations? .The Civilian Conser
vation Corps, which we all believe in, 
came before the committee recently ask
ing for an appropriation based on an 
enrollment for the fiscal year 1942 of 
259,000 junior enrollees. Upon cross
examination of the head of that organi
zation, it was disclosed that by no stretch 
of the imagination does the Civilian Con
servation Corps expect they will be able 
to enroll more than 200,000 junior en
rollees. As a matter of fact, the evidence 
discloses, to my judgment, that they will 
be fortunate if they .are able to enroll 
175,000. There is one item where there 
can be a cut of at least $75,000,000 with
out doing any damage whatsoever to the 
Civilian Conservation Corps and its ac
tivities. 

The SPEAKER. The time.of the gen
tleman from Wisconsin has expired. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to extend my re
marks in the Appendix, and include an 
open letter to the Congress signed by 53 
prominent Americans. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. . 
Mr. LUDLOW. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my re
marks and include an address by Harold 

LXXXVII--240 

· M. Graves, Assistant Secretary o{ the 
Treasury, in reference to the sale of Gov
ernment securities. 

The SPEAKE~. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

LEAVE TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that today, after the 
disposition of the legislative business and 
other special orders heretofore made, I 
may address the House for 25 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. · 

THE AUTOMOTIVE INDUSTRY 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Speaker, 2 weeks 

ago it was my privilege : to be present 
when they launched an army tank at 
the great new Chrysler plant on the out
skirts of Detroit, and to the astonish
ment of the officials of the Army present, 
a second tank was rolled out for inspec
tion. That tank plowed its way through 
buildings with unbelievable ease, toolc 
telephone poles down in its track, and 
plowed through a forest that had been 
left standing there on the original farm 
property, which was a cow pasture just 
last November. Yesterday, to the be:.. 
wilderment of many we learned of the 
statement presented by Leon Henderson, 
Administrator of the Office of Price Ad
ministration and Civilian SUJ2PlY, before 
the House Ways and Means Committee 
wherein the p,roposal was made to raise 
the tax upon automobiles from 3% per
cent to 20 percent or more with coverage, 
mind you, extended to used cars. 

Perhaps it would be enlightening to 
make known the fact that most motorist's 
earn less than $30 a week but they are 
already taxed as though they were mil-
lionaires. . 

secondly, the automobile industry 
showed its greatest determination at the 
lowest ebb of the depression. . 

Thirdly, it was one of the few indus
tries of the country ready to take on the 
war program. 

And last but not least, it is among the 
foremost in the purchase of · farm com
modities. 

It was Secretary of Commerce Roper 
who told me during his tenure of office 
that if we could find another industry 

·that would so take hold of the American 
people as has the automobile industry, a 
depression would be unknown in this Na
tion for the next 50 years. Is it now to 
be dealt the body blow from the taxing 
organ of this Congress because this sug
gestion has been made? Personally, I 

·feel the Congr~ss will be most solicitous 
and careful not t.o kill the goose that lays 
the golden eggs. · . 

May I refer, particularly those of you 
from agricultur·al districts, to my re
marks in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of 

. the first session of the Seventy-sixth Con
gress, on page 5833, wherein the benefits 
of the automobile industry to the vari
ous sections of the country are enumer
ated. One-seventh of all the workers in 

·the United States are employed in this 
industry; over 4,000,000 are employed in 

truck transport alone; ribbons of con
crete, the great stop-and-go signal sys
tem of the Nation, the good roads to mar .. 
ket, and countless other innovations are 
the result of the geniuses and the artisans 
in the automobile trade. 

This is a subject worthy of great study 
by this distinguished body. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani
mous consent to extend my remarks in 
the Appendix of the RECORD by the in
clusion of a statement by Mr. R. J. Tip
ton, an eminent engineer, made before 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. LAMBERTSON. Mr. Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. SHANLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend 1ny re
marks in the Appendix by including an 
article by Mr. Simon T. Lake on under
water carriers. 
. The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SHANLEY. Also, Mr. Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent to extend my 
remarks by including an article about 
the pan-American nations and idle for
eign ships. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

GRANTING OF PRIORITIES 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I call up 
House Resolution 189, which I send to the 
desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
House Resolution 189 

Resolved, That immediately upon the adop
tion of this resolution it shall be in order to 
move that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the consideration of H. R. 
4534, a bill to amend the act approved June 
28, 1940, entitled "An act to expedite the 
national defense, and for other purposes," in 
order to extend the power to establish pri
orities and allocate material. That after gen
eral debate, which shall be confined to the bill 
and shall continue not to exceed 1 hour, to 
be equally divided and controlled by the 
chairman and ranking minority member o! 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, the bill shall 
be read for amendment under the 5-minute 
rule. At the conclusion of the reading o! 
the bill for amendment the Committee shall 
rise and report the same to the House with 
such amendments as may have been adopted, 
and the previous question shall be considered 
as ordered on the bilf and amendments thereto 
to final passage without intervening motion 
except one motion to recommit. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 30 
minutes to the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. MICHENER]. 

I shall not take more than a few mo
ments. This rule makes in order H. R. 

· 4534, to amend the act approved June 28, 
1940, entitled "An act to expedite the 
national defense, and for other purposes," 
in order to extend the power to establish 
priorities and allocate material. It is the 
so-called priorities bill. 

During the last session of the Congress, 
in 1940, we passed a bill giving priority 
to Army and Navy material necessities; 
but, unfortunately, the bill was not broad 
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enough. Consequently the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, by unanimous vote, upon 
the recommendation of the various de
partments concerned, has reported H. R. 
4534, which obviates the deficiencies of 
existing legislation. This rule that would 
make H. R. 4534 in order provides for 1 
hour of general debate, after which the 
bill would be taken up under the 5-minute 
rule. 

I am satisfied that notwithstanding 
this additional power, which is actually 
needed and reasonable, it does not mean 
tbat we are going to do what several 
gentleman, day in and day out, claim, 
namely, enter the war. I have the ut
most confidence, I repeat, in the Presi
dent of the United States, and I believe 
that he meant what he said in Boston, 
and what he has repeated many times. 
I am satisfied that to his very best and 
thorough ability he is endeavoring to 
keep the country out of war. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. SABATH. I am glad to yield to 
the gentleman. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. I fully agree with the 
gentleman; but I co not want the Amer
ican people to be permitted to forget the 
pledges that not only the President of 
the United States made, but nearly 
every Member of the Congress made to 
the American people, namely, that if they 
were reelected t.hey would not send our 
boys to Europe. 

Mr. SABATH. In view of the fact that 
the President's statement has been re
peated on the :floor about 57 times, I 
think all the people of this Nation, liter
ate and illiterate, are familiar with it. 

I repeat, I have the utmost confidence 
that he meant what he said and that he 
is going to continue to try to the best of 
bis great ability to prevent our country 
being drawn into the war. 

Naturally, it is our duty to do every
thing within our power to protect our~ 
selves and to prepare ourselves against 
the danger that is unmistakably close to 
our doors. I believe we are doing the 
right thing and our plain duty in 
·strengthening our existing and preparing 
new defenses. It is not more than right 
that we should. The aid that we are 
giving to Great Britain and others, I 
maintain, is for our own protection as 
much as for the protection of Great 
Britain. 

The gentleman from New York stated 
sometime ago that we have unfairly 
taken over some ships belonging to the 
Government of Yugoslavia. Does the 
gentleman hold that they should have 
been turned over to Hitler for the pur
pose of using them against us or against 
the other democracies? 

I am confident that we have done the 
rigl)t thing and within law; that the 
owners of those vessels will be fully com
pensated for them; and that under our 
own law and under international law 
we have a right to take over those vessels. 
Surely every well-informed man appre
ciates the reasonableness of the laws of 
eminent domain and grim necessity. 

I shall not detain the House longer. · 
This bill was unanimously reported by 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and I do 
not believe there is any opposition. 

I now yield to the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. MICHENER], and I do not 
expect to use any more of my time. 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, I shall 
support this rule. It was reported unan
imously and the bill was reported unani
mously, but the House should not pass 
such far-reaching legislation without at 
least knowing why it is being passed and 
what the bill provides. 

In the first place, this bill amends the 
act of June 28, 1940, which is the present 
Priority Act. That permits priorities in 
materials in our own defense in the Army 
and the Navy. There is a limitation of 
time in that bill. It expires iD 1942. 
This bill, if passed, will be subject to the 
same limitation. Therefore, there is no 
object in discussing an amendment which 
has been suggested to limit the life of this 
bill. I would not vote for the bill without 
this limitation. 

The next thing to which I wish to call 
attention is that this bill is a corollary to 
the lend-lease bill. 

It would . not be here if we had not 
enacted the lend-lease bill. If the obli
gations assumed in that bill are to be 
fulfilled arbitrary action of this kind is 
essential. 

Previous to the enactment of the lend
lease bill, our country had embarked upon 
an extensive national-defense program. 
The country was for all-out national 
defense and, in response to that general 
sentiment, the Congress enacted the nec
essary legislation. In that legislation was 
authority to declare and enforce priori
ties in the" pursuit of our own national
defense program. There is today suf
ficient legislation, so far as priorities are 
concerned, to cover our Army and Navy 
programs. 

With the advent of H. R. 1776, our 
country started on a new pattern. We 
are to be the arsenal for all the so-called 
democracies in the world, limited only 
by the discretion of the President. In no 
instance in American history have such 
broad, far-reaching, and plenary powers 
been given to a President over the in
dustry of the country as are found in this 
bill. This is a venture in an unknown 
field. No course is charted. There are 
no mileposts. The President alone is 
the pilot. I hope this is not a venture in 
futility. Time alone will tell. 

The bill is short, not intricate, and is 
easily understood. However, I want to 
read just one sentence from the bill 
which accentuates just what the Presi
dent can do with industry if he so elects: 

The President shall be entitled to obtain 
such information from, require such reports 
by, and make such inspection of the premises 
of, any person, firm, or corporation as may 
be necessary or appropriate, in his discretion, 
to the enforcement or administration of the 
provisions of this section. 

Pretty drastic, is ·it 'not? 
It then provides that the President may 

exercise this plenary power throu,gh any 
agency upon which he may decide. It 

· may be a Hopkins, a Perkins, or a Stet
tinius. Now, we are going a long way in 

·a democracy when we say to the ·Chief 
-Executive-whoever he may be-that he 
may require any industry, any farm. in 
this country, to be operated in such man
ner, on such conditions, and under such 

supervision as he. may think advisable. 
When the lend-lease bill was before the 
House, I called your attention to the fact 
that it could be written in much shorter 
language. For instance: 
· The President of the United States is here
by authorized and directed to do that which 
to him seems best for the best interests of the 
national defense of our country, all laws, na
tional and international, to the contrary not
withstanding. 

. That is in substance what the lend
lease bill does. No one challenges this 
interpretation, no one did challenge it, 
no one will challenge it. 

Mr. ·DEWEY. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MICHENER. I yield. 
Mr. DEWEY. Is there any time limit 

on the duration of the authority here 
granted? And what is it? 

Mr. MICHENER. Yes. I stated in 
the beginning that this bill amends the 
act of June 28, 1940. The act of June 
28, 1940, is limited. I yield to the chair
man of the Committee on Naval Affairs 
to give us the exact language. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Section 12 
of the act that is amended reads: 

The provisions of all preceding sections of 
this act shall terminate June 30, 1942, un
less the Congress shall otherwise provide. 

Mr. MICHENER. That is as clear as 
it could be. The country is now operat
ing under the lend-lease law as inter
preted and directed by the President and 
those agencies which he has designated in 
accordance with the law. The policy 
has been outlined, and this bill simply 
writes a formula for some of the things 
the President is now doing under the 
lend-lease law. In my opinion, it does 
not increase the broad Presidential pow
ers but, to some extent, defines and, I 
hope, limits them. 

The priorities section of the Office of 
Production Management is presently di
rected by Mr. Edward R. Stettinius, Jr. 
We who have come in contact with Mr. 
Stettinius and who know of his ac
complishments in the past realize the 
manner of man that he is. I think the 
Congress and the country have confi
dence in him. He does not want to at
tempt to do those things about which 
there is question as to his. legal authority. 
We are told that under the Presidential 
direction priorities are today being in
voked in connection with some of the 
lend-lease requirements, and this bill 
will clarify that situation. The Congress 
is rightfully wary · about bestowing these 
vast powers on the President, yet if we 
could only be assured that Mr. Stettinius 
will be permitted to carry out the power 
herein granted, so far as priorities are 
concerned, without let or hindrance on 
the part of the President or anyone else, 
then I think we. would all feel much 
easier about this drastic action. I hope 
this bill can be amended to require Sen
ate confirmation of any successor to Mr. 
stettinius. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, will the gen-
tleman yield for a question? 

·Mr. MICHENER. I yield. 
Mr; RICH. Is this a war measure? 
Mr. MICHENER. Well, no. For one, 

. I do not want to get to discussing or 
arguing the whole war question over 
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again. This is not- the time or the place. 
My personal view is, as I said when the 
lend-lease bill was before us, that bill put 
this country into the war morally. · No 
one will question that. It put this coun
try into war economically. No one will 
question that. As to whether it put the 
country into the war officially might be 
questioned unless one interpreted the 
lend-lease bill as I did, as giving the 
President authority to make and carry 
on undeclared war anywhere in the uni
verse, just so long as he felt that what he 
was doing was for the best interests of 
our national defense. He alone was the 
judge. 

Mr. DITTER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. RICH. Just a minute, if the gen
tleman please. Will he not yield to per
mit me to finish my thought? 

Mr. MICHENER. I am sorry; I have 
yielded to the gentleman from Pennsyl
vania [Mr. DITTER]. 

Mr. DITTER. Does the gentleman feel 
that the country shares the opinion the 
gentleman has just expr~ssed? 

Mr. MICHENER. There is a differ
ence of opinion. The majority of the 
Congress did not accept that view at the 
time the lend-lease bill was enacted, but 
everything that has transpired since the 
enactment of the lend-lease bill carries 
out the prophesy I made at that time 
and to which' I have jusi referred. We 
are going to convoy. We are convoying 
now in one form or another. We are go
ing to convoy directly or by subterfuge. 
~his is evidently the policy of the ad
ministration. 

If I were guessing I would say that just 
the minute the President feels that he 
has enough votes in the Congress to put 
over either a convoy resolution or a decla
ration of war, he will come to Congress 
with a message suggesting that he is op
posed to war and that all the steps he 
has taken, including the amendment of 
the neutrality law, the transfer of the 
destroyers, the lend-lease bill, and so 
forth, were done in an effort to avoid war. 
This suggestion will be followed by the 
statement that conditions have now 
r.eached the point where it is evident that 
the Presidential endeavors have failed 
and that the Congress must pass. upon 
the question of convoys or war. I do not 
mean that the question of convoys is 
coming to Congress before we do convoy. 
I do not mean that a war resolution is 
coming to Congress before we are in a 
shooting war. I do believe that we are 
not only convoying but that we are going 
to do everything contemplated in the 
lend-lease law, regardless of where it 
takes us, so far as war is concerned, and 
all this without the affirmative approval 
of the Congress, unless the President 
feels assured that he has the votes in the 
Congress. The recent speech~s of Sec
ret~:ries Hull, Knox, and Stimson, to say 
nothing about the utterances of Chur-

. chill and Halifax, all tend to this end. 
Of course, the President can keep us out 
of war if he will, but this will not happen 
if the President himself and the spokes
men for his administration continue 
these war sales talks to the American 

· people. 

Mr. DITTER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield further? 

Mr. MICHENER. I yield. 
Mr. DITTER. As a result of the last 

observation I can take it then it is the 
gentleman's opinion that if the Presi
dent felt the country understood we were 
at war he would not hesitate to send up 
a resolution for war, but it is because of 
his conviction the country does not feel 
it is at war that he hesitates to send up 
such resolution. 

Mr. MICHENER. Many in the coun
try have relied upon the President's 
promise that he would not lead us into 
any foreign war. Every person has a 
right to his own view, however. 

Mr. DITTER. My friend acknowl
edged that, did he not? 

·Mr. MICHENER. Yes; certainly. My 
view is that the American people do not 
want to get into this war, that the Amer
ican people, believing they understood 
what President Roosevelt meant when he 
said that convoys mean shooting and 
shooting means war, took him at his 
word. They do not want to get into this 
war. They thought the President was 
like minded. If, however, one listens to 
the propaganda over the radio day by 
day and night by night, one must be 
convinced that the American people are 
becoming mighty frightened and so jit
tery they are very apt to go along and 
accept that which they are told is in
evitable under the course now being pur
sued by the administration. 

Mr. DITTER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gen'tleman yield further? 

Mr. MICHENER. I yield. 
Mr. DITTER. I assume the propa

ganda to which the gentleman has just 
referred is for the purpose of arousing 
that which primarily does not exist-a 
war hysteria. 

Mr. MICHENER. I have made it clear 
that my view is, the rank and file of the 
American people do not want to get into 
this war. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. MICHENER. I yield to the gentle
man from Montana, who has made a 
fearless and courageous fight to keep us 
out of war. There should be more like 
him. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. I called the atten
tion of the House some few days ago to 
the conclusive argument made by the 
gentleman who is now addressing the 
House on the lease-lend bill. I only re
gret that they all did not hear his splen
did and patriotic argument. I am thor
oughly convinced that the people of the 
country did not get the full import of 
that bill. I am likewise convinced that 
many Members voted for it with not as 
full knowledege of its sweeping contents 
and powers as the gentleman from Mich
igan [Mr. MICHENER] stated.- Let me also 
call attention to this morning's paper. 
We find now that Secretary Knox comes 
out and says that the American people 
"are committed," if you please, to furnish 
manpower to Europe. I call the gentle
man's attention also to the fact that I 
made the statement during the time the 
lend-lease bill was under discussion that 
when Churchill called for ships he would 
get them, and that when Churchill called 

for men he would get them. I am afraid 
_that statement is coming true. 

Mr. MICHENER. Yes; and right there, 
may I say that I recall well, and those 
who keep abreast of these things recall, 
that when Mr. Hopkins went to England 
as the personal representative of the 
President he was received .by Churchill, 
who made a great speech. In that speech 
Churchill said, "We need ships, we need 
munitions, now. We will not need any 
men in 1941." When Mr. Churchill asks 
for these men after 1941, we will be re
minded that we have never had assur
ances from any official source in Europe, 
particularly England, that they will not 
in the end ask for men. The men will 
follow as lend-lease followed cash-and
carry. 

Mr. CASEY of Massachusetts. Will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MICHENER. I yield to the gen
tleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. CASEY - of Massachusetts. The 
gentleman has pointed out some alleged 
inconsistencies upon the part of the 
President in what he said and in what he 
has done. As I understand the gentle
man, he says that with the full knowledge 
that the lease-lend bill was economic 
warfare, he voted for it. Is that correct? 
' Mr. MICHENER. I did not vote for 

the lend-lease bill. 
Mr. CASEY of Massachusetts. The 

gentleman did not vote for the lease-lend 
bill? 

Mr. MICHENER. I did not. I did 
everything I could to prevent the passage 
of the lease-lend bill, because I was thor
oughly convinced in my own mind that 
those things were going to happen which 
are today happening. 

Mr. DITTER. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. MICHENER. I yield to the gen
tleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. DITTER. The gentleman, of 
course, knows that the proponents of the 
lease-lend bill very definitely assured the 
House and attempt~d to assure the coun
try that it was a peace measure? 

Mr. MICHENER. There is no doubt 
about that. Those gentlemen either did 
not study the bill carefully or they were 
too anxious to go along with the admin
istration in anything the administration 
asked for. 

Mr. DWORSHAK. Will the gentle
man yield? 

Mr. MICHENER. I yield to the gen
tleman from Idaho. 

Mr. DWORSHAK. The gentleman has 
just expressed complete confidence in the 
ability of Mr. Stettinius to act as Director 
of the Priorities Section. Has the gentle-

' man any assurance that Harry Hopkins 
will not soon assume that responsible 
position? 

Mr. MICHENER. No, No, No, That is 
the trouble. I .have not the confidence I 
ought to have in the frankness of some 
of our public officials today, and, as I 
have ofttimes said, honesty, forthright
ness, frankness, and candor are still vir
tues, even in those in high places. 

Mr. RICH. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MICHENER. I yield to the gen

tleman from Pennsylvania. 
Mr. RICH. '!'his bill, H. R. 4534, grants 

extensive powers to the President of the 
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United States. Have any similar powers 
ever been given to any President of the 
United States at any time in any war? 

Mr. MICHENER. Similar powers, but 
none so all inclusive. This bill goes fur
ther than any previous law. I think I 
speak by the card when I say that this 
bill gives more authority over industry 
than was ever given a Chief Executive of 
the United States before. The indus
trial mobilization plan, which has been 
in course of preparation since the last 
war but which has not been advocated 
openly, was contemplated and worked 
out largely by the Army and Navy, but 
it has never been presented to Congress. 
I think the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. WADSWORTH] is very familiar with 
that fact. You will find that these pow
ers were contemplated in that plan. 

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Will the gen
tleman yield? 

Mr. MICHENER. I yield to the gentle
man from New York. 

Mr. MARCANTONIO. I am certain 
that no one who favored or opposed the 
lend-lease bill ever contended that ·the 
lend-lease bill gave the President or any
one else the power to commit the man
power of this country to Great Britain; 
yet last night the Secretary of the Navy, 
Mr. Knox, stated that this country stands 
committed to Great Britain as far as 
the manpower of the United States is 
concerned. In that connection, I think 
it is high time that the President stop 
these warlike statements which are not 
compatible with responsible government 
on the part of the Szcretary of the Navy 
and on the part of "Light Horse Harry" 
Stimson. 

Mr. MICHENER. A lot of water has 
gone under the bridge since the lend
lease bill was enacted. When that bill 
was enacted the die was cast, and I am 
just wondering how our good colleagues 
who stood on the fioor here and assured 
the country, assured the Congress, and 
assured those who would vote for that 
bill that that bill would not lead in the 
direction of war, can justify their posi
tion now. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. I would like to have 
the gentleman or any Member of the 
House give us information as to who or 
what officer of the Government or of 
the people of the country, authorized to 
speak for Government or the country, 
ever committed this Government or any 
part of it to furnish manpower to con
duct this war in Europe in line with 
what Mr. Knox said last night. I would 
like to find out who made such cominit
ment on the part of the American people 
to send our boys to be slaughtered over 
in Europe. 

Mr. MICHENER. I know of no such 
commitment, but my memory goes back 
to the debate on the conscription bill. 
That wa;:; called a training bill. Much 
stress was laid upon the fact that the 
boys were to be drafted for 1 year's mili
tary training. The health of the boys, 
the discipline, and the cooperation were 
spectacularized. They were to be the 
strong, robust citizens of the future. 
But that bill provided that they were to 
serve not Iess than 12 consecutive 
months and as much longer as the Con
gress might feel they were needed. 

I was one of those who wanted to elimi
nate from that bill the word "service" and 
make it a training bill. I conferred with 
the author of the bill and others. Under 
a training bill you could not send these 
men beyond the limits of the United 
States. Under this service bill a man is 
first inducted, then he is infiltrated into 
one of the Regular Army units. He is in 
service. He goes where the Commander 
in Chief of the Army has the right to 
send him. No one will contend that the 
Commander in Chief of the Army and the 
Navy does not have the right to send our 
Navy anywhere on the seven seas to 
protect American interests; at least, it 
has always been that way until the neu
trality law. 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? · 

Mr. MICHENER. I yield to the gen
tleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. The gentleman 
knows, of course, that under the Selec
tive Service Act the young man receives . 
12 months' training and 4 years' service, 
and then is in the Reserve for 5 more 
years. 

Mr. MICHENER. Yes, there is no 
question about that, but these boys now 
in the service are not going to be home 
in a year. They are Reserves after the 
year, under the law, but they are going 
t.o be gone more than a year. The Con
gress is going to require them to stay 
more than a year. The National Guard is 
going to stay more than a year. If pres
ent indications mean anything, we will 
possibly have a war of from 4 to 10 
years' duration. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MICHENER. I yield to the gen
tleman from Iowa. 

Mr. JENSEN. Is it not a fact that 
when the farmer has hay down he does 
not fire his help, and is it not also a 
fact that the warmongers of this coun
try have a lot of hay down right now? 

Mr. MICHENER. The gentleman is 
right as usual. I am not using the term 
"warmongers." I am trying to talk in a 
temperate manner. The time for emo
tionalism is gone. We are now con
fronted with the gray dawn, and it is a 
cold dawn, of the morning after a few 
weeks of the lend-lease bill. 

When we passed the lend-lease bill 
we determined upon a course that will 
be very difficult to abandon. In other 
words, the old ship of state is going up 
this 9-foot cement highway. It is 
straight. The President is at the steer
ing wheel. Secretaries Stimson, Knox, 
and Hull are in the car with him. We 
can see only the top of the hill. We can
not see what is beyond. Is the road too 
narrow, so that ship of state cannot be 
turned around? I am sure the President 
has no reverse on the machine. If it 
cannot be turned around, where are we 
landing? That is what is bothering the 
American people who accepted the lend
lease bill as a peace measure. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MICHENER. I yield to the gen
tleman from Washington. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. I may say to the 
gentleman that I am somewhat in a 

quandary in my own mind about some of 
the things of which the gentleman 
speaks, but I want to know if the gen
tleman is clear on this one point, and 
I think it will help -clear up a lot of things. 
Does the gentleman believe that it was 
morally right for the European war ma
chine to invade Norway, for instance? 

Mr. MICHENER. No. I do not care 
to discuss the European situation further, 
other than to say that I am unalterably 
opposed to Hitlerism and everything it 
stands for. I have no use for any of the 
things this madman Hitler has been do
ing. I said when the matter was up for 
debate, and I have not changed my 
mind, that they have been having these 
fights over there for 2,000 years. Their 
conditions · are different from ours. 
Whether this country should embark 
upon a policy of making the entire world 
better and making every country il!. the 
world conform to our ideas as to the type 
of government it should have is one 
thing. But those things are all back of 
us. It is now a matter of national de
fense. We are where we are. We con
front a condition and not a theory. 
Idealism must yield to stern reality. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. What, then, is our 
duty, if we have any? 

Mr. MICHENER. There is a difference · 
of opinion. If I were to take the opinion 
of the majority of the American people 
and answer the gentlemen, it would be 
this: That we should keep out of any 
foreign war so far as sending our sol<ters 
beyond the limits of the Western Hemi
sphere is concerned. 

Mr. O'BRIEN - of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yiEld? 

Mr. MICHENER. I must yield to my 
friend from Detroit. 

Mr. O'BRIEN of Michigan. I observe 
that the gentleman and also the Repub
lican minority leader voted for the con- · 
ference report on the lend-lease bill, now 
the Lend-Lease Act. I wonder if the gen
tleman has changed his position in re
gard to the Lend-Lease Act. 

Mr. MICHENER. No; I have not · 
changed my position at all. I voted for 
the Senate amendments. When that bill 
came back from the Senate, the confer
ence report was either going to be ac• 
cepted or we were going to have the bill 
in the form that it left the House. Along 
with the gentleman I voted against the 
bill in the House. The Senate amend• 
ments made the bill less dangerous fof! 
the American people. I voted against 
the lend-lease bill but I voted for the 
Senate amendments. I am sorry that 
the gentleman did not understand the 
parliamentary situation and do likewise. 
I am sorry that he acted under a misap• 
prehension of the facts. I am sorry that 
he opposed those Senate amendments 
which his constituents wanted in the bill 
if the bill was to become a law. 

Mr. O'BRIEN of Michigan. Will the 
gentleman answer me this categorically: 
Did not the gentleman vote for the lend• 
lease bill as amended in the Senate? 

Mr. MICHENER. No. I voted for the 
Senate amendments to the lend-lease 
bill. The gentleman can fuss around all 
he wants to about technicalities, but if 
he will study the parliamentary situa
tion he will find that everything I have 
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said as far as that matter is concerned 
is justified by the facts. [Applause.] . 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, there are 
few men in the House for whom I have 
as great respect or in whom I have such 
great confidence as I have for the gentle
man from Michigan [Mr. MICHENER], a 
valuable member of the Committee on 
Rules. Usually the gentleman does not 
make violent statements or statements 
that he cannot justify, but a little while 
ago he stated positively that if the Presi
dent had enough votes or believed he had 
enough votes in the House he would im
mediately ask for authority to convoy, 
and, possibly, ask for a declaration of 
war. I am satisfied the gentleman has 
no authority and no evidence on which to 
base any such statement. Personally, I 
am of the opinion that if the President 
should make any recommendations he 
would have, as he has had before, suffi
cient votes to effect any of his recom
mendations. He has had this support in 
the past, and he will continue to have it. 

Not only this, but I believe there are . 
only a handful on this side of the House 
who do not agree with his policy; and, 
moreover, I believe that a majority of 
the Republicans will go along with him. 

I know that the President desires to 
keep his promises and pledges to the 
American people, and no publicist or 
propagandist will sway him from his 
high purpose to keep us out of war. 

I repeat it as my honest conviction that 
what we are doing now and what we have 
been doing has been with the object of 
keeping us out of war and giving Great 
Britain all possible aid, so that she may 
cope with the situation brought about by 
this madman, as the gentleman from 
Michigan so aptly identified him, and 
prevent his declared aims of only a few 
weeks ago to control the world. We 
know what Hitler is doing in South 
America. We know what hP. and his 
agents are doing in our own country by 
way of trying to undermine the patriotic 
views and beliefs of the American people 
and inject poison into and create preju
dice in our national life. We must be on 
our guard. This is our duty. Any aid 
that we may give Great Britain and 
others is really in the interest of our 
own country. 

Mr. Speaker, personally I feel that our 
country is indeed fortunate that Presi
dent Roosevelt was persuaded to stand for 
reelection and was reelected. Had Mr. 
Willkie been elected, judging from his 
preelection and later statements, I am 
satisfied that our country now would be in 
the war. It is only due to the strong de
termination on the part of President 
Roosevelt to keep us out of war that the 
influence of those who realized more than 
others the danger to· our institutions has 
not prevailed in actually embroiling us 
in the conflict. I know that the Presi
dent is against convoying and is against 
war; but he does feel that the aid we are 
sending to Great Britain and China 
should not find a resting 1,tlace at the 
bottom of the seas. 

It is unfortunate that there are in this 
country many people with good eyesight 
and yet they fail to see what is tran
spiring throughout the world. They re
fuse to take notice that the same tactics 

employed by Hitler in Austria, Czecho
slovakia, Danzig, Poland, Norway, the 
Low Countries, even in France and Eng
land, and lately in Yugoslavia, are being 
used in this country. In this country, 
also, many well-meaning men are being 
used for the self-same purpose and to the 
same end as have the so-called leaders 
in the countries which I have named. If 
these honest and well-meaning men in 
the United States would heed the im
port of the last Hitler speech, in which he 
proclaimed unequivocally that he can 
P'OSitively defeat the world, meaning 
thereby that he intends to control the 
world, and if he succeeded in defeating 
Great Britain, the full force of realiza
tion should come to them that we will be 
the only democratic free nation left to 
oppose his lust plan to control the world. 
Consequently, I feel, as I have stated be
fore, that we must of necessity do any
thing and everything to aid Great Brit
ain. On the other hand, there are many 
well-meaning persons-and I do not 
mean bankers-who, in their earnest de
sire to help the cause of Great Britain, 
feel that we should declare war. In this 
connection I cannot help reading into the 
RECORD a letter which I just received 
today from a very loyal and patriotic lady 
in Chicago, Mrs. Anita McCormick 
Blaine, which letter I strongly urge per
sons with pacifist leanings to read. It 
says: 

MAY 5, 1941. 
MY DEAR MR. SABATH: On the question of 

the relation of the United States to the war 
now in the world I have been feeling the im
pact of opinions expressed in our country so 
variously from the extreme points of the isola
tionists to the recently formed Committee to 
Fight for Freedom. I feel thankful that each 
can freely express his thought with no let or 
hindrance. 

I have not seen clearly what our ultimate 
course should be. The all-aid to Britain has 
been so sure as to be almost satisfying. 

I feel horror in the facts of war. I feel 
greater horror that war can still be the process 
for decisions between men. 

Out of the welter of facts and of thoughts 
there now comes to me clearly the conviction 
that the United States should now declare 
war against what is being done and attem,Pted 
by the forces of aggression in the world. 

This to array the United States in the 
struggle on the side 'where the United States 
belongs; and to add the full force of the 
United States to help those free peoples who 
are now holding the line of freedom. 

There are two fundamental principles at 
issue today. One is freedom; or prevention 
of the domination of men by men. The other 
is truth; or the prevention of the triumph of 
falsehcod. 

These two principles constitute the founda
tion on which human society can be built. 
Their loss would undermine the possibility 
of the continuation and construction of the 
human society we have seen and worked for. 

In the efforts of the aggressors many units 
of free society have been undermined. They 
are proceeding to carry on their process as far 
as possible on the earth. 

We are the heirs of these qualities: Initia
tive, independence, determination, courage. 
Our institutions are the outgrowth of these 
qualities. 

We are the heirs of these objectives: Free
dom for all; opportunity for all; education for 
all; protection for all. 

These quauties and these objectives are 
being attacked. 

It is not the land we live on; . it is the life 
we live on it that matters. This life and the 

similar life of others is being attacked. We 
are being attacked. 

We ~re an able people. We can accomplish 
great things. When we put our hands to a 
plow we do not turn back. We should now 
take our full responsibility. 

For the instantaneous, beneficial effect for 
the world, in this course, I would rather risk 
the present effects of our former delays than 
the future effect of longer waiting for our 
complete action. 

It has become clear to me that we should 
wait no longer but should declare war at once 
against those countries who have followed 
their rulers in the subjugation of free coun
tries by force; and against those rulers who 
have betrayed the world by their falsehoods. 

And that it should be stated that it is 
against the extension of these practices that 
we are declaring war. 

And that it should be understood with the 
other democracies that in the arrangements 
after the war the United States has a part. 

I put this conviction which has come to me 
before everyone freely for whatever it may 
mean to each one and for such action in our 
Nation, for our Nation, ·and for the world as 
may be the judgment of the majority of our 
people. 

In the high purpose of defending freedom 
and truth on this earth, and in the faith that 
light will be given for the steps to take, we 
should now declare war on those who are 
attacking our principles and let come what 
must. 

In the wealth of our heritage of principle 
may our contribution in this generation be 
worthy of our great past. 

I am faithfully yours, 
ANITA McCORMICK BLAINB. 

Hon. ADOLPH J. SABATH, 
The House of Representatives, 

Washington, D. C. 

Mr. Speaker, I feel that Mrs. Blaine 
has stated the case against the aggressor 
nations; but I do not go so far as she 
does in advocating a declaration of war; 
nonetheless we should, I think, at this 
time render all-out aid to Great Britain. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 

I move that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the considera
tion of the bill <H. R. 4534) to amend the 
act approved June 28, 1940, entitled "An 
act to expedite the national defense, and 
for other purposes," in order to extend 
the power to establish priorities and allo
cate material. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingl:sr the House resolved itself 

into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the consid
eration of the bill, H. R. 4534, with Mr. 
THoM in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. . 
Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Chair

man, I ask unanimous consent that the 
first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Georgia? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Chair

man, I yield myself 15 minutes. 
Mr. Chairman, I want to express my 

deep appreciation to the distinguished 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. MicH· 
ENERJ for the explanation that he made 
in his time of the objective and purpose 
of the bill. 
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This bill is here at the request of Mr. 
Knudsen, Mr. Hillman, and Mr. Stettin
ius, and also at the request of the Navy 
Department. I shall, in the time I oc
cupy, try to explain the bill so that every 
one of you may thoroughly understand 
it. 

I am frank to admit that this is a 
very important bill, very far reaching, 
and under the hands and jurisdiction of 
a board that was not of the high type 
and character of the Priority Board, 
could cause industry a great deal of 
trouble in this country, but, fortunately, 
the President has selected, in my judg
ment, one of the most outstanding men 
in America, Mr. Stettinius, to head this 
Board, and I may say that there might 
have been some hesitancy on the part 
of the committee if this Board had not 
been headed by such a distinguished 
man as Mr. Stettinius. 

In order to avoid such a situation, a 
system of priorities has become neces
sary to assist in the production and ac-· 
quisition of defense material for the 
armed forces, and to assure that the de
fense program was dovetailed into the 
problem of civilian economy. Funda
mentally, a priorities system is simply a 
method of putting first things first-a 
technique for making sure that the fin
ished weapon and the many parts there
of are produced promptly, on schedule, 
and without delay. The Seventy-sixth 
Congress, therefore, in section 2 (a) of 
the act approved June 28, 1940, Public, 
No. 671, granted to the President manda
tory power to assign priorities to Army 
and Navy contracts over deliveries under 
contracts for private account or export. 

That bill is known as the speed-up 
bill, reported from the Naval Affairs 
Committee, and· that section 2 provides 
in part: 

All naval contracts or orders and all Army 
contracts or orders shall, in the discretion of 
the President, take priority over all deliv
eri~s for private -accounts or for export. 

That is the section of the bill to which 
we are adding these additional provisions 
set forth in H. R. 4534. 

On January 7 of this year the Presi
dent by Executive Order No. 8629 created 
the Office of Production Management 
and delegated thereto his authority un
der Public, No. 671, of the Seventy-sixth 
Congress to establish these priorities. In 
the same Executive order he provided for 
the establishment of a Division of Prior
ities, in charge of a director. Since that 
time the Division of Priorities, under its 
Director, Mr. E. R. Stettinius, Jr., and 
working in close collaboration with the 
Army and Navy Munitions Board, has 
been administering a priorities system 
for the prompt delivery of defense mate
rial and other material important to the 
-defense program. 

Gentlemen will bear in mind that from 
January 7 down to date this Board has 
been trying to do by Executive orders and 

· ~,egulate the priorities by Executive order 
when it is far preferable in this country 
-to· do things by law instead of by Execu-
tive order. Therefore we are coming in 
-here and by_ statute clothing the 0. P. M. 
with the authority the Priority Board de
sires to have to administer the priorities. 
I hope that it is possible that this House 

will enact statutory provisions wherever 
it can possibly do · so in lieu of Executive 
order. 

The Executive order delegating to 
o. P.M. the authority to establish man
datory priorities sets forth in consider
able detail the duties of that office in re
spect to the priorities system. But it is 
important for us to note, however, that 
already the urgent need is felt for clear 
and positive statutory provisions to en
able 0. P. M. to adequately fulfill its im
portant contribution to the defense pro
gram. The necessary administrative ma
chinery cannot be left to Executive order 
alone. 

The purpose of this bill is to amend 
section 2 (a) so as to clothe the Office of 
Production Management, and particu
larly the Priorities Division thereof, with 
the needed statutory authority. 

As previously indicated, the only man
datory power for the establishment of 
contract priorities is derived from sec
tion 2 (a) and that power extends only 
to Army and Navy contracts. 

As you are all well aware, the supply of 
defense materials to Great Britain and 
other foreign countries is a matter of na
tional policy. The contracts for these 
materials are a part of our defense pro
gram. Yet they are clearly not covered 
by existing mandatory priority provisions. 
Heretofore priority, or preference ratings, 
as they are often called, for this class of 
contracts have of necessity been issued 
merely upon a basis of voluntary cooper
ation on the part of the manufacturer. 
Such a basis is admittedly inadequate 
and subparagraph (A) on page 2 of the 
bill will put the contracts of any countl'Y 
whose defense the President deems vital 
to the defense of the United States under 
the terms of the Lease Lend Act upon 'the 
same footing as Army and Navy con
tracts. 

Let us see what subsections (A) and 
(B) do: 

(A) Contracts or orders for the govern
ment of any country whose defense the Presi
dent deems vital to the defense of the United 
States under the terms of the act of March 11, 
1941, entitled "An act to promote the defense 
of the United States." 

(B) Contracts or orde.rs which the Presi
dent shall deem necessary or appropriate to 
promote the defense of the United . States. 

So, if it had not been for the lease-lend 
bill, had it not been for that policy that 
Congress has adopted, it would not be 
necessary for this aid to be inserted in the 
bill. That is merely carrying out the 
mandate of the American people ex
pressed through Congress by the enact
ment of the lease-lend bill. 

Next, there are the contracts vital to 
the defense program which are placed by 
Government agencies other than the War 
and Navy Departments, such as the Coast 
Guard, Geodetic survey, Maritime Com
. mission, Panama Canal, and so forth. 
Heretofore, in order to prevent many such 
vital contracts being postponed to the 
entire military and naval program it has 
-been necessary to again seek voluntary 
consent to the preference ratings. 

Likewise, there is ·a large class of do
mestic contracts which, though essential 
to national defense, are neither military 
nor naval, nor even Government; for 

example, contracts for equipment for the 
expansion of production facilities of criti
cal materials such as aluminum, mag
nesium, tin, and so forth; or for addi
tional power-producing facilities. That 
these should be left to priorities estab
lished only upon a voluntary basis is nost 
certainly a dangerous procedure. · 

Still another class of contracts, priori
ties for which can only be established on 
a voluntary basis, are those for civilian 
needs; as, for example, a contract for 
replacement machinery in the water sys
tem of a large city which is an important 
defense center. Such a contract could 
not be said to be .connected with defense 
in any sense, and yet a delay in obtaining 
such machinery from already overloaded 
industries, because of lack of authority 
to establish a priority, might be very 
disastrous. 

Further, it may be of the utmost im
portance for the protection of our Wes
tern Hemisphere defense to see to it that 
contracts for vital requirements of our 
Latin American neighbors are filled in 
instances of special importance.-

It is impossible to predict in advance 
the exact classes of contracts which it 
may be essential to fulfill. But we do 
know that as a result of the impact of 
the defense program, it may be difficult 
or impossible to fulfill any particular 
contract without a preference rating. 

At the present time none of the fore
going classes of important contracts can 
be given preference ratings which are 
effective, except insofar as the manu
facturer is willing to comply. It is neces
sary that this situation be remedied by 
giving authority to establish priorities 
for any contract, when it is found neces
sary or appropriate to promote our de
fense. Subparagraph (B) on page 2 of 
the bill will accomplish this purpose. 

In addition to the objectionable fea
tures in this voluntary status of priori
ties, which I have just pointed out, there 
is another angle to these voluntary priori
ties which, in all fairness, should be cor
rected. The manufacturer who complies 
with a voluntary priority rating assigned 
to one of these other defense contracts, 
may find himsef with a damage suit on 
his hands. Many private customers may 
not be willing to accept postponement of 
deliveries under contracts ·which were 
placed with the manufacturer before the 
rated contract. If the manufacturer can 
obtain the consent of the private cus
tomer to having deliveries put off, all well 
and good-but there is no assurance 
that he can. And, furthermore, much 
valuable time may be lost while the man
ufacturer is appealing to the patriotism 
of his private customers. 

Every manufacturer who takes a Gov
ernment contract and accepts volun
tarily a preference rating on it may be 
putting his head on the chopping block . 
He cannot be sure, for the ax may not 
fall until 6 years hence, at the expiration 
of the period of the statute of limitations. 
It becomes apparent, therefore, that the 
present situation, in which reliance is 
now placed on the voluntary preference 
ratings, must be corrected without delay. 
Correction is offered in this bill, in sub
paragraphs (A) and <B), which would 
grant authority to establish mandatory 
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priorities with respect to all of these other
contracts, so· important to the defense
program. 
- Subparagraph (C) of the bill -has a 
dual purpose regarding subcontracts or 
suborders. -First of all,- it will ·clarify 
section 2 (a). · That section authorizes 
priority ratings on contracts of the armed 
services. It does not make clear that it 
covers any but the prime contract for 
naval and military items. It appears 
obvious that similar importance attaches 
to deliveries of the great variety of ma
terials, which enter into the manufacture 
of those furnished articles and which 
must be acquired through the medium of 
subcontracts or suborders. That author
ity should be made clear by statute. 

Further, this subparagraph is required 
to authorize the establishment of pri
orities with respect to the subcontracts or 
suborders which are necessary to all the 
othe-r important defense prime contracts 
covered by section 2 (-a) and by this bill. 
In short, establishing priorities as to 
prime contracts, without following this 
up with priorities as to the subcontracts 
necessary to their fulfillment, would be 
completely ineffective. We would be at
tempting to prosecute the defense pro
gram by half-measures. 

In order to establish a complete, work
able priorities system, another step is 
necessary. Section 2 <a) permits con
tracts of the Army or Navy to be placed 
ahead of contracts for private account 
or for export. Subparagraphs (A) and 
<B> of this bill would authorize the same 
priorities on contracts for- foreign coun
tries whose defense is deemed vital, and 
on all other contracts when necessary or 
appropriate to the promotion of the de
fense program. But section 2 (a) does 
not permit priorities to put one -Govern
ment contract ahead of another. We 
must provide for fitting together the 
three general classes of priorities, sa that · 
between them it is also possibie to put 
first things first. This will be accom
'pUshed by the sentence set forth in lines 
14 to 16 on page 2 of the bill. 

Coming to the next sentence of the bill, 
a priorities system, in its broadest as
pects, must contain safeguards against 
acute shortages of essential materials 
arising. An effective safeguard will pro
vide for taking steps to conserve the sup
ply of such materials before the shortages 
become acute. 

Under the broadest interpretation of 
section 2 (a) the best that can be done 
now is to exercise industry-wide control 
over supplies of materials and products 
in which acute shortages have occurred. 
That is not sufficient. 

As the set-up is today the Priority 
Board can only deal with it after this 
shortage has occurred. Therefore in this 

. bill, by making surveys of the industry 
and making it mandatory and obligatory 
on the part of the industry, the Priority 
Board can be apprised of the shortage in 
any material, such as aluminum, tin, 
zinc, copper, and so forth, and can there
fore allocate them throughout the in
dustry. 
- Furthermore, the mere mention of an 
acute shortage implies that· during a. na- . 
tional emergency civilian needs must 

: -suffer at - the expense , of defense, needs .. 
· :But~this does not mean :that civilian needs 

are to _be disregarded. It is very im~ 
portant, therefore, - that authority exist 
for allocating from available supplies, 
first, to fill vital defense requirements, 
~nd secondly, to civilian needs in the 
order of their importance. · 

As I have said before, we must assure 
that the defense program is geared into 
civilian economy, so that their various 
needs receive the consideration which is 
due them, and so that items of private 
luxury are not allowed to get out of hand 
to the detriment of our national security 
and well-being. 

The sentence beginning on line 16 and 
ending on line 22, page 2 of the bill, if 
enacted into law, will furnish this im
portant contribution to our national
defense structure. 

Intelligent and effective operation of 
this complete priorities system demands 
full informatJon of such matters as sup
plies and requirements of materials, pro
ductive capacities, inventories, and uses. 
This ·information can be obtained only 
from industry. 
- It is idle to say that full information 
can be had on a voluntary basis. Ex
perience has taught the Priorities Board 
that a supply of information, necessary 
to -the administration of statutes, must 
be mandatory: So the next sentenee of 
the bill, beginning on line· 23; has been 
included. · It will give a statutory right 
to get the ·information needed to operate 
the priorities system. 
- I have -heretofore explained the dan- 1 

gers inherent to manufacturers in the 
acceptance of· voluntary preference rat
ings on Government contracts. In aH 
fairness to them there is also need for , 
protection with respect . to mandatory 
ratings. In this situation the manufac- , 
turer knows when he· accepts a Govern.:. ' 
ment order that he may be required to 
postpone deliveries under orders from 
private customers which' he has already 
negotiated, or he may even have to abro
gate the private contract. 

There is · some legal doubt whether, 
under such circumstances, he could, in 
certain jurisdictions, plead impossibility 
of performance as an answer to suit on 
the private contract. It _ might well be 
argued that he accepted his Government 
contract, well knowing that it involved a 
default on his private contracts, and that 
he, not the Government, caused the 
default. 

To save harmless the manufacturer, 
by giving him clear statutory protection, 
is the purpose of the sentence beginning 
on line 2 of page 3. 

The last provision of the bill will au
thorize the President to delegate his au
thority thereunder to the appropriate 
department or agency for its adminis
tration. 

It is the committee's contention that 
H. R. 4534 should be enacted into law, in 
order that clear statutory authority will 
exist to deal adequately with all the com
plex problems of preparing an all-out 
defense for this country of living up to 
our policy of serving as the arsenal for 
democracy, and of doing -au this with 
intelligent consideration for civilia'n . 
economy. 

, Mr. Chairman, I think that covers 
fully all phases of the bill. If there are 
any que~tions that any· member "of the 
committee desires to ask, I -should be glad
to endeavor to answer them. 

Mrs. BOLTON. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? · 
· Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes. 

Mrs. BOLTON. If I understood the 
gentleman correctly, he said that under 
the terms of the bill it is possible- that 
real -harm might be done in this respect~ 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia.- I am frank 
to say this bill is far-reaching, because, 
as pointed out by the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. MICHENER] under the ad
ministration of someone who is reckless 
a great deal of harm could be done. We 
must rely upon proper administration of 
this by the proper officials. · As long as 
we have Mr. Stettinius at the head of it 
I am willing to grant to him this far
reaching power. 

Mrs. BOLTON. What certainty have 
we that he will remain at the head of 
it? 
· Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I am hoping 
that the President is so impressed with 
the great work he is doing that he would 
hesitate to remove him. Of course, we 
have no guaranty that Mr~ Stettinius is 
going to be there. 

Mrs. BOLTON. The committee, then, 
would expect us to back a man--

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. A man like 
Mr. Stettinius. 
- Mrs. BOLTON. And make a law on 
that principle when we pass a bill here 
·in the House? 
· Mr. VINSON of· Georgia. Every bill 
is based upon that. As far as the Con
-gress is concerned, a Congress with bad 
.men in it couM almost wreck the country. 

Mrs. BOLTON. · Perhaps it is. 
~ Mr. VINSON of Georgia. So it is with 
reference to every board where human in
genuity is involved; Of course, you have 
to rely upon the men who administer it. 
·That is true of the courts. You could 
ruin the country with bad men as judges. 

Mrs. BOLTON. But we never have 
passed a bill on that principle. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. We are not 
passing this bill entirely on that prin
ciple. The main principle of this bill is to 
organize industry and coordinate it in its 
proper part to the national-defense pro
gram. 

Mrs. BOLTON. And it is most neces
sary? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes. I think 
we have to trust somebody. We are for
tunate in having a board of this type 
and to be able to place the administration 
of this bill in the hands of such a board. 

Mrs. BOLTON . . Though we have no 
assurance that it will stay there. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Not a bit, 
any more than we have that people will 
send you and me back and not send some
body who might wreck what we are try
ing to do. 

Mrs. BOLTON. I thank the gentle
man. 

Mr. DEWEY. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes; I yleld. 
Mr. DEWEY. May I ask the gentle

: man if the· advice and consent of the Sen
ate is required in the appointment of the 



3802 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE MAY 8· 

coordinator or chairman who is to wield 
these powers? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. No; it is not. 
Mr. DEWEY. Would it be aavisable, 

as we are doubtful as to who will be there 
in perpetuity? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Of course, it 
is not in perpetuity. This act is only for 
2 years. This act expires on June 30, 
1942. 

Mr. DEWEY. But during that period a 
great deal of damage might be done. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. But you 
see the bill is merely amending section 2 
of the act which provides that "when
ever the President of the United States 
finds it to be in the interest of national 
defense," and so forth, he may authorize 
to negotiate contracts, and so forth. In 
that act we conferred upon the President 
priority over domestic account and ex
ports. Then the President on January 7 
created a Priority Board in the 0. P.M. 
We are merely backing up that Board 
that the President has created. We are 
not creating any new board at all by this 
act. We are merely adding some addi
tional priorities in the act that I have 
referred to. But, as I pointed out, the 
President did establish priorities by Ex
ecutive order. Now, we are coming along 
and trying to clothe by statute the same 
authority in that Priority Board. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I yield. 
Mr. TREADWAY. One thought oc

curs to me in listening to the very excel
lent description which the gentleman has 
given of the measure. I understood him 
to say that the contractor was practically 
putting his head on the chopping block. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes. Now, 
this is very important. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman has again expired. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I yield my
self 5 additional minutes, Mr. Chairman. 

Suppose a contractor today has a con
tract from you and at the same time has 
a Government contract, and the Govern
ment, through its Priority Board, says to 
him, "You must fill our Government con
tract." Therefore the contractor has ob
ligated himself to deliver your goods on a 
certain date. You might say to him, 
"Why, you did not perform your contract 
and therefore I have suffered damages." 

By making it mandatory and by pass
ing a law dealing with that we relieve 
the manufacturer of that uncertainty 
and of that liability. 

Mr. TREADWAY. In other words, are 
you not taking his head off of the chop
ping block by relieving him of his liability 
under his contract? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. But when 
he follows the voluntary system today he 
is putting his head on the chopping 
block. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Then by making it 
mandatory to fulfill the Government con
tract you are relieving him? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. We relieve 
him of any legal obligation because the 
Government· by this law has made it im
possible for him to fill his contract for 
you. 

Mr. TREADWAY. One more idea: 
Suppose there is a marked difference in 

the price at which the contractor is offer
ing goods to the private individual and 
the price under the Government con
tract, he would then lose, would he not? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Well, that is 
not involved in this question. 

Mr. TREADWAY. I think the ex
planation the gentleman has given of 
the chopping block is that the contractor 
is relieved? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Why, cer
tainly. This bill is in the interest of every 
contractor who is trying to do what the 
Priority Board wants done. 

Mr. COLE of New York. On that same · 
subject, the very fact that the contractor 
may be relieved from any damages on 
waiver of his liability contemplates that 
somebody must have suffered some dam
age some place because of the exercise 
of this priority. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. That is 
right. 

Mr. COLE of New York. Why should 
we think this law is necessary in the in
terest of national defense? Why should 
we expect any private businessman who 
may have entered into a contract which 
was affected by some priority order and 
through that order he suffered a damage, 
why should we expect a private concern, 
firm, corporation, or establishment to 
bear the entire burden of the damage? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. On the prin
ciple that everything must stand aside 
for the national-defense program. The 
individual must make sacrifices, every
body must make sacrifices. 

Mr. COLE of New York. Has any con
sideration at all been given to the ques
tion of the Government's bearing the ex
pense of any damage? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. No, not at 
all. · We would not be justified in doing 
that, because then nobody would have 
made any sacrifice. 

Mr. COLE of New York. If damage 
has resulted from an order issued in the 
interest of national defense, it would 
seem to me that the Nation itself should 
bear' the damage. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I do not 
agree with the gentleman at all. I feel 
that everything must give way for the 
national defense, and if the goods of a 
private customer cannot be delivered be
cause priority must be given to the 
national defense, then it is just one of 
those things where the rights of the Gov
ernment must come ahead of those of 
the individual. 

Mr. HALLECK. At any rate it is defi
nite that there is no contemplation of 
reimbursement. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Not a bit. 
Mr. HALLECK. Mr. Chairman, will 

the gentleman yield? 
Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I yield. 
Mr. HALLECK. If performance of· a 

contract is excused by passage of this 
legislation, does not that involve the tak
ing of a valuable right from an indi
vidual even as the taking of property 
for an Army camp involves the taking of 
a valuable property right? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. That ques
tion of whether he had been deprived of 
some right might arise, but one of the 
purposes is for industry to understand 
that if they take a Government contract 

and have a private contract, and if they 
must postpone that private contract, the 
private individual has not any grounds 
for bringing suit against the manufac
turer because the Government has 
stepped in and made it impossible for 
him to fulfill his contract. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Chair

man, how much more time have I? 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman· 

from Georgia has consumed 30 minutes. 
Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Chair

man, will the gentleman from Minnesota 
yield me 2 minutes? · 

Mr. MAAS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. HALLECK. Does not the gentle-. 
man think that if under the provisions of 
this legislation we take a valuable right 
from an individual, even though it is for 
the purpose of national defense, we ought 
to follow the practice that has been uni
formly established, as I understand it, 
of compensating the individual who has 
been adversely affected? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Let me ex
plain it this way: It has all been done 
voluntarily so far. If a manufacturer 
gets two contracts, one from the Govern
ment and one from a private contractor, 
and the Priorities Board says to him that 
it is necessary for him to get out the 
Government work first, he might not be 
able to fulfill his contract with the pri
vate individual. We are removing the 
voluntary feature and making it obliga~ 
tory, mandatory on the manufacturer to 
fulfill, if the Priorities Board thinks it 
should be filled first, the Government 
contract before he touches the private 
contract. Under certain phases, as the 
gentleman suggests, I can see where a 
private individual might possibly bring 
suit against the manufacturer on the 
ground that he had suffered damages; 
but l am not trying to adjudicate such a 
question; I am only trying to make it 
compulsory on the part of the manufac
turer to deliver the Government's orders 
when the Priorities Board says they have 
preference. 

Mr. HALLECK. Has the gentleman 
given any thought to the constitutional 
inhibition against the impairment of a 
contract? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. No. 
Mi. HOFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, will 

the gentleman yield? 
Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I yield. 
Mr. HOFFMAN. As I gather the pur

pose of this bill, it is to compel industry 
to perform its contracts for national de
fense. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Without get
ting into any litigation. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. How can they per
form-the gentleman gets the rest of it? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes; I get 
the rest of it. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. How can an indus
trialist perform when, as Mr. Green said 
before the Judiciary Committee yester
day or day before, you cannot compel a 
man to work in a factory? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. That is true, 
you cannot compel a man to work any
where, but just as soon as the House 
passes the .so-called Vinson labor bill the 
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condition will pick up far better for the 
defense program. 
· [Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. MAAS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself 5 minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill is essential to 
carry through the defense program. It 
is true that there is a Priorities Board at 
present, which is endeavoring to allocate 
the various raw materials and partially 
finished products in a system of priorities 
to assure orderly defense production. 
However, there is great limitation on 
what can be done with the limited au
thority that does exist by law, and most 
of it is being done by Executive order. 
While it is true that virtually all of the 
things that are sought in this bill are in 
effect being done today, it would be far 
wiser to do this by law. I think the 
essence of a democracy is to rule by law 
and not by Executive order. The things 
that must be done in the Priorities Board 
are absolutely essential if our defense 
program is to be carried out, so it must 
be done either by Executive order with 
the consent of those involved or by law. 
On the basis of the proposed law, every
one will know exactly the situation. It 
is unfair to expect some concerns to 
comply voluntarily with priorities re
quests and other concerns woo may be 
competitors refuse to do so, thereby put
ting the patriotic concern in a most dis
advantageous position. 

This bill assures that all will be treated 
alike; and, of course, it is essential that 
we absolve concerns from liability under 
private contracts by reason of their com
pliance with the priority orders. I see 
nothing controversial in the bill. The 
priority law that exists today relates only 
to Army and Navy orders, yet, that, of 
course, does not begin to meet the prob
lem. It must be extended to all indus
try and to the lease-lend program, as 
that is now a definite part of our national 
policy. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 5 minutes to the· 
distingUished gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. WoLCOTT]. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I was 
rather alarmed when the very distin
guished chairman of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs said, in substance, that 
there would have been some hesitancy 
on the part of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs to report this bill out had Mr. 
Stettinius not been in charge of the pro
gram. I believe we all have a great deal 
of faith and confidence in the ability of 
Mr. Stettinius, but I believe the state
ment of the gentleman lends all the more 
weight to the argument which is being 
used today that if the United States goes 
to war, by that act we destroy the Amer
ican form of government. 

Some years ago we were asked to give 
consideration to what has been com
monly referred to as the I. M. P. pro
gram-the industrial mobilization pro
gram-which was advocated, I under
stand, by the War and Navy Depart
ments, and which was so far-reaching 
that we would not even consider the pro
posal because we knew that if that plan 
was enacted into law it would mean the 
end of the American form of govern
ment. I am not so sure but that we 

are being asked to adopt piecemeal the 
industrial mobilization plan. 

Last year, you recall, we had a bill be
fore us which authorized' loans of $500,-
000,000 to the South American republics. 
At that time it was found necessary or 
expedient to acquire some excess stocks 
of strategic materials-rubber, manga
nese, nickel, tin, and so forth-and so 
we added to that bill a provision that 
the Reconstruction Finance Corporation 
would have the authority to set UP. sub
sidiary corporations to acquire and hold 
these strategic materials. 

There has been set up under that plan 
the Defense Plant Corporation, the De
fense Supplies Corporation, the Metals 
Reserve Company, and the Rubber Re
serve Company, all of which today, in 
addition to the powers contained in their 
charters to purchase and hold strategic 
and critical materials, are exercising the 
right to administer a program of priori
ties to independent business. 

We are going to be asked within the 
next week to broaden tbe powers of these 
corporations in language which this 
House repudiated last year when these 
corporations were set up. The bill is 
known as H. R. 4620, reported out of the 
Committee on Banking and Currency 
yesterday. It provides that, in addition 
to the powers already granted to these 
corporations, they shall have such powers 
as may be necessary in order to expedite 
the defense program, including, but not 
limited to, the powers contained in the 
act by which they were created. In other 
words, the sky is the limit. 

Let us develop, therefore, the whole 
picture of which this bill is one very 
important part. We set up corporations 
to acquire and hold excess stocks of stra
tegic rna terials. They have assumed the 
power to deal these strategic materials 
out to industry as they see fit. This bill 
is the third very important phase of a 
program which, if it is maladministered, 
and it may be as maladministered as are 
several other agencies in this country, can 
create a Fascist state in America by the 
socialization of American industry. I 
think we have given very superficial con
sideration to this program. [Applause.] 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. MAAS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 5 

minutes to the gentleman from Montana 
[Mr. O'CONNOR]. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. Mr. Chairman, I 
believe that the Congress is confronted 
with the most serious condition of affairs 
that has ever confronted this Nation. 
We have men in appointive positions 
who assume the power to make commit
ments on behalf of the American people 
to foreign governments-men who have 
never had the intestinal fortitude to go 
before the American people for the elec
tion to any position. Who is this man 
Knox, who is making the commitment to 
Great Britain that we must furnish her 
our boys to do her fighting in violation 
of every pledge to our people? Who 
ever gave him the authority to make 
such a monstrous statement? 

I call your attention to something else, 
and I hope you will remember his words. 
They appear in the testimony offered 

·before the Subcommittee on Appropria
tions of the House when the hearings 
were being held on the $7,000,000,000 bill. 
Get his words. Mr. Knox is on the 
witness stand: 

Mr. DITrER. Now, I should like to ask a 
question of the Secretary of the Navy: Mr. 
Knox, is it anticipated at this time that the 
Coast Guard is to be transferred from the 
Treasury Department to the Navy? 

Pay attention to the reply: 
Secretary KNox. Not at this time; no, sir. 
Mr. DITTER. In other words, nothing has 

been done toward that end? 
Secretary KNox. No, sir; except that we 

have the plans all ready, in case of war-

In case of war that transfer will be 
made. That is his testimony, 

He goes on-
whereby the Coast Guard will become a part 
of the Navy. 

Now what do they do? 
I hold in my hand a copy of the Balti

more Sun, and from it I read this 
article: 

WASHINGTON, May 7.-Exercising once 
again its prerogative in time of emer
gency, the Navy today announced the taking 
over from the Treasury of the seagoing craft 
of the United States Coas't Guard. 

The action, approved by the President, 
makes available to the Navy 34 large cutters, 
7_ of which may be regarded as potential 
combat vessels, and a variety of small craft 
capable of performing highly useful naval 
service. 

'Mr. Chairman, that was to be done 
only in case of war, according to him 
when he was asking for the $7,000,000,-
000. Has the Secretary of the Navy, 
Mr. Knox, whom the American people 
do not know except a few of them know 
him as a newspaperman in Chicago and 
a Cabinet officer, the power to put this 
country into war? Now he considers 
that he and Mr. Stimson have put us in 
the war and that we are in the war and 
therefore he makes the transfer. I am 
not objecting to the transfer, but I am 
objecting to this man attempting to 
speak with such authority. If I can read 
the Constitution, the power to declare 
war rests with Congress only? We have 
that power. It is being usurped, and we 
are letting him get away with it. That 
is the danger with which we are con
fronted today. Men without legal au
thority but assuming authority are com
mitting this Government to a policy that 
means the slaughter of the flower of our 
young men of this country. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. O'CONNOR. I yield to the -gentle
man from Michigan. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. What is this Con
gress doing about it? 

Mr. O'CONNOR. That is what I want 
to know, What we are doing about it? 
We are taking it lying down. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. The gentleman be
longs over on the majority side. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. There is no politics 
in this. I do not know who authorized 
him to speak, but we are letting an ap
pointed officer try to commit 130,000,000 
American people to a policy to which 
none of us has subscribed. 
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I do not think there was a single man 

running for Congress in a debatable dis
trict or for that matter, from the Presi
dent down, who did not try to assure the. 
American people that he would keep your 
boys out of Europe and out of foreign 
wars. I recall distinctly the statements 
of Mr. Willkie and Mr. Roosevelt, the 
President of the United States, then a 
candidate for reelection, although I may 
say that so far as Mr. Willkie is con
cerned, his words did not amount to 
much then, they do not amount to any
thing now as he admits they were 
campaign oratory, but Mr. Roosevelt was 
trying to· assure the American people that 
if he was elected the boys would not be 
sent to Europe. But here Mr. Knox 
comes out with the statement this morn
ing that we -are committed to send our 
manpower to Europe. That is what is 
going on. [Applause.] 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. MAAS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 5 

minutes to the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. REED]. 

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Chair
man, the membership of the House knows 
of course, that there is a tax proposal 
before the Ways•and Means Committee 
which, if the rates are embodied in legis
lation and enacted by the House, as sub
mitted, the measure will raise $3,500,-
000,000. 

The theory upon which the tax is 
being imposed is that it must take from 
the people a sufficient amount of revenue 
to prevent them from purchasing con
sumer goods-just think of that-so 
their spending money may be diverted 
from the things that they may want into 
national-defense channels. The theory 
of that, of course, is to prevent inflation, 
and to some extent perhaps it will, but 
although the same theory was pursued in 
England it failed to prevent an inflation 
of prices. I have not the time to go into 
that now, but it is sufficient to say that 
under controls and taxation the prices 
soared in Great Britain in spite of the 
theory of having the government take 
over the spending power of the people in 
order to prevent inflation. 

Now, there is not any question as to 
where we are being taken at the present 
time. I am not relying on information 
that is coming from our own Government 
sources. There is so much subterfuge 
and fraud in the information that is be
ing passed out to the people that, of 
course, their thoughts are confused and 
they still think that all of these steps 
may be taken without our getting into 
war, but there is one source of authentic 
information which any Member can 
examine and know the truth. If you will 
read the more conservative publications 
of Great Britain,. you will understand 
exactly where we are going and when 
the :final step will be taken and exactly 
what the American people· are expected 
to do and will have to do and that, of 
course, includes ·the manpower of the 
United States. I have had photostatic 
copies made of pages from the London 
Economist, in which they state that we 
will be nonbelligerent in 1941, belligerent 
in 1942, with the full armed power of 
this continent engaged in the war. I put 

this in the RECORD, as I recall it, once 
before. 

As we are going down this path to 
bloody war, this foreign war, of course, 
priorities are essential, but priorities can 
be greatly abused. Why are we in this 
situation? Why have we a shortage of 
essential war materials that requires this 
drastic legislation in regard to priorities? 
The President tells us that he saw this 
thing coming for a long time. He tells us 
that and, -of course, if he saw it coming 
for a long time, I wonder why we were 
shipping these essential war materials 
to the Axis Powers. We have sent enough 
of our scrap iron and our copper to en
able Japan to equip a large fleet of bat
tleships and planes. We were able, as I 
gave the :figures once upon the floor here, 
to send our copper and our supplies to 
that great democracy, Russia, pouring 
them in there to help defeat some of the 
countries like Finland, Norway, and other 
countries. The figures showed that many 
of the essential war materials that we 
exported were :finding their way directly 
into Germany. It was only shortly after 
that famous speech about being stabbed 
in the back that shipments were stopped 
to Italy .. 

So we have been pouring these essen
tial war materials into these countries, 
but, of course, now we face a situation 
where we have to have priorities, and if 
they are not applied with great care we 
are going to close down the small indus
tries that are the economic power and 
strength of this country. We are going 
to eliminate pay rolls upon which the 
very lif.e of our communities depend, and 
we are going to have unemployment and 
relief problems following in the wake of 
the present preparation for our full en
trance into the war. I regret I have not 
the time to develop this matter further. 
[Applause.] 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. MAAS. Mr. Chairman, I yield the 

balance of the time to the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. BLACKNEY]. 

Mr. BLACKNEY. Mr. Chairman, the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, of which I 
have the honor to be a member, unani
mously reported H. R. 4534, which the 
House is considering today. This bill 
amends section 2 (a) of Pu·blic, 671, of the 
act approved June 28, 1940, and further 
extends the power to establish priorities 
and allocate material. 

You will recall that on January 7, 1941, 
the Office of Production Management was 
created by Executive orders. The Office 
of Production Management, referred to 
as the 0. P. M., provides for three divi
sions: A Division of Production, a Divi
sion of Purchases, and a Division of Pri
orities. This bill, under consideration 
today, expands the priority power previ
ously given to that division. The only 
mandatory power for the establishing of 
priorities is derived from the following 
clause in section 2 (a) of Public, 671, 
Seventy-sixth Congress, third session, in 
which the Director of Priorities is author
ized to exercise-
deliveries of material under all orders placed 
pursuant to the authority of this section and 
all other naval contracts or orders and all 
Army contracts or orders shall, in the dis
cretion of the President, take priority over 
all deliveries for private account or for export. 

The Director of Priorities was advised 
by counsel that the foregoing statutory 
provision permits the granting of manda
tory priorities only with respect to the 
deliveries of the end products-airplanes, 
tanks, guns, ammunitions, and so forth
ordered directly by the Army or Navy 
and the material, parts, and accessories 
which enter into the manufacture of such 
end products, under contract of the Army 
and Navy. This statutory provision was 
inadequate to cover the urgency of the 
present needs of the defense program and 
left out many important contracts and 
orders essential to the defense program. 

E. R. Stettinius, Director of Priorities, 
Office of Production Management, point
ed out four situations that the existing 
statute did not cover: 

First. Contracts of the British Empire 
and other foreign governments under the 
lend-lease bill. 

Second. Contracts for the expansion of 
production of scarce essential material 
and products. 

Third. Contracts of other agencies of 
the Government, such as the Coast Guard, 
Maritime Commission, Panama Canal, 
and so forth. 

Fourth. Other contracts of indirect im
portance to national defense. 

It is well to remember also that the 
foregoing statutory provisions permit 
priorities to be granted under contracts 
"for private account or for export" but 
does not permit the establishment of 
preferences over other Government con
tracts. 

The report and hearings accompanying 
H. R. 4534 also point out this necessity: 

When shortages occur and are imminent 
as a. result of the Impact of the defense pro
gram, it is necessary to take steps to con
serve the existing supply for defense purposes 
and to direct the distribution of such ma
terials so that defense needs may be met, and 
where there is an insufficient surplus to meet 
all ctv111an needs, It is further necessary to 
direct such surpluses into those uses which 
are most important to maintain the economy 
of the country and to ellminate the uses 
which are least Important. 

Counsel for the Director of Priorities 
pointed out that this authorization was 
not given in the existing statute and, 
therefore, the necessity of the pending 
bill. 

I am in favor of the passage of H. R. 
4534 as a further aid in expediting the 
national defense. The power to estab
lish priorities and allocate material will 
be one of the strongest steps that we can 
take toward the perfection of. our own 
national defense. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Michigan has expired. 
All time has expired. The Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That section 2 of the 

act approved June 28, 1940 (Public, No. 671, 
76th Cong.), as amended, is amended by in
serting "(1)" after "Sec. 2. (a)" and by add
ing at the end of subsection (a) thereof the 
following: 

"(2) Deliveries of material to which prior
ity may be assigned pursuant to paragraph 
( 1) shall include, in addition to deliveries of 
material under contracts or orders of the 
Army or Navy, deliveries of material under-

" (A) contracts or orders for the Govern
ment of any country whose defense the Pres-
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1dent deems vital to the defense of the United 
States under the terms of the act of March 11, 
1941, entitled 'An act to promote the defense 
of' the United States'; 

"(B) contracts or orders which the Presi
dent shall deem necessary or appropriate to 
promote the defense of the United States; 
and 

"(C) subcontracts or suborders which the 
President shall deem necessary or appropriate 
to the fulfillment of any contract or order 
as specified in this section. 
Deliveries under any contract or order speci
fied in this section may be assigned priority 
over deliveries under any other contract or 
order. Whenever the President is satisfied 
that the fulfillment of requirements for the 
defense of the United States will result in 
a shortage in the supply of any material for 
defense or for private account or for export, 
the President may allocate such material in 
such manner and to such extent as he shall 
deem necessary or appropriate in the public 
interest and to promote the national defense. 
The President shall be entitled to obtain such . 
information from, require such reports by, 
and make such inspection of the premises 
of, any person, firm, or corporation as may 
b ; necessary or appropriate, in his discretion, 
to the enforcement or administration of the 
provisions of this section. · No person, firm, or 
corporation shall be held liable for damages 
or penalties for any default under any con
tract or order which shall result directly or 
indirectly from his compliance with any rule, 
regulation, or order issued under this section. 
The President may exercise any power, au
thority, or discretion conferred on him by this 
section, through such department, agency, or 
officer of the Government as he may direct 
~nd in conformity with any rules and regula
tions which he may prescribe." 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Chair
man, I present the following amendment, 
proposed by my colleague, Mr. Cox, which 
I send to the desk. 
. The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Cox: Page 3, ' 
str~ke out "The President" in line 6, and 
strike out lines 7 to 10, inclusive, and insert: 

"(3) The President may exercise any power, 
authority, or discretion conferred on him by 
this section through a Director of Priorities 
{in this paragraph called the 'Director'), 
whom he is authorized to appoint by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate. 
The Director shall receive compensation at 
the rate of $12,000 per annum; and is au
thorized to appoint and fix the compensation 
of such officers and employees as may be 
necessary to carry out his powers under this 
section. The Director shall exercise his pow
·ers under paragraphs (1) and (2) of this sec
tion with the assistance of industry com
mittees, which he is hereby directed to estab
lish and utilize, and upon the basis of infor
mation furnished to him by such industry 
.committees and upon the basis of such other 
information as he deems pertinent. Such 
powers shall be exercised by the Director only 
after prior approval of such exercise by the 
Joint Army and Navy Munitions Board." 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Chair
man, the amendment . which I just sent 
·to the desk is an amendment offered by 
my colleague the gentleman from Geor
·gia [Mr. Cox]. At the time I offered it he 
happened to be out of the Chamber. I 
ask now that the gentleman from Geor
gia fMr. CoxJ be recognized in support of 

-his amendment. 
Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, this amend

ment follows the arguments and sugges
tions that will be found in the Baruch re
port of the War Industries Board of the 
last war. The main purpose of the 

amendment is to give industry an op
portunity to be heard. These commit
tees provided for have no · official status 
other than that to be accorded represen
tatives of industry occupying an advisory 
position. The further purpose of the 
amendment is to translate into statute 
the Executive order relating to this Board 
now headed by Mr. Stettinius. A further 
purpose is an attempt to freeze Mr. Stet
tinius into the organization, to guard 
against an urge or effort to make it pos
sible to move him out and substitute some 
other in his stead. Gentlemen debating 
the rule preceding the consideration of 
the bill had much to say with regard to 
Mr. Stettinius. I believe the whole coun
try has great confidence in him and I be
lieve that industry and others would like 
to see him kept where he now is. This 
amendment would tend to accommodate 
that situation which many of us think is 
a need. 

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COX. Yes. 
Mr. MARCANTONIO. In other words, 

the gentleman's amendment in the long 
run would bring about a situation where 
the successor to Mr. Stettinius would 
have to be confirmed by the Senate. 

Mr. COX. The amendment carries 
that provision, but I am not so much in
terested in that as I am in broadening 
the provisions of the biU and strengthen
ing it if possible, because I regard this as 
one of the wisest steps which Congress 
has as yet been urged to take. We ought 
to know, and we do know, I am sure, not 
only as a result of our general informa
tion but as a result of the lesson taught 
by the last war, that the mobilization of 
industry is quite as important as is the 
mobilization of men. The purpose of the 
bill in this case is to make possible an 
easy mobilization of industry, and I wish 
it were possible that the bill might be 
accepted without a dissenting vote. The 
amendment that I propose is supported 
by the Baruch report and gives industry 
the same opportunity to submit sugges
tions and to offer advice as was carried 
on in the War Industries Board of the 
last war. I hope the chairman of the 
committee in charge of the pending bill 
may find the amendment acceptable to 
him. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Chair
man, my colleague gave me the privilege 
of examining his amendment before he 
offered it. I want to state frankly and 
candidly that I think the amendment 
should be adopted because it strengthens 
the bill. 

Now, let us understand what we are 
doing. We are amending section 2 of the 
speed-up bill, conferring certain addi
tional authority on the President. To 
carry that out the President set up what 
is known as the Priority Board, through 
the Office of Production Management, by 
Executive order, on January 7. The 
Office of Production Management is 
broken down into three classes, the Di
vision of Production, the Division of Pur
chases, and the Division of Priorities. 
Everything that the Office of Production 
Management does about it has only the 
authority of an Executive order. There 

is no statutory authority whatsoever for 
the activities of the Office of Production 
Management and the Division of Priori
ties. The amendment offered by my col
league from Georgia, Mr. Cox, breathes 
statutory life into the Office of Production 
Management. Why should it not do so? 
As one Member of Congress, I want to 
pass laws to govern the American people 
instead of governing them through Ex
ecutive orders. [Applause.] For that 
very reason I reported a bill the other 
day from the Committee on Naval Affairs 
seeking to carry out by statute what the 
Mediation Board is trying to do. We are 
here-we are here to legislate. That is 
what we are paid for. When we have 
an oppottunity to do so, let us go ahead 
and do it.. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I yield. 
Mr. TABER. How long would the 

tenure be? 
Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Two years. 

It is fixed in the bill. The other thought 
in the bill is that it makes it mandatory 
that whoever heads this Priority Division 
shall · be confirmed by the Senate. WhY 
should not the man who almost holds the 
life and death of industry in this country 
be confirmed by the Senate? · 

In addition to that, we create by this 
amendment a legislative division known 
as the Division of Priorities, and instead 
of having a man at $1 a year, we pay him 
like he should be paid, a salary commen
surate with the responsibility. 

Another thing: I am getting sick and 
tired of so many dollar-a-year men com
ing down here. [Applause.] The Gov
ernment is able to pay them. Let the 
Government pay them. 

Mr. MARCANTONIO. '\Vill the gentle
man yield? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I yield. 
Mr. MARCANTONIO. Certainly the 

gentleman does not feel that the dollar
a-year men are losing anything on the 
deal? 
. Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Well, I hope 
they are. I want to put them where they 
will not be criticized by such innuendoes 
as the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
MARCANTONIO] just made. 

I trust this amendment will be adopted, 
because it establishes legally a Priority 
Division instead of by Executive order. It 
creates an office at $12,000 a year and the 
appointment must be confirmed by the 
Senate. Then you place some responsi
bility through the Congress on the Prior
ity Division instead of by Executive order. 
[Applause.] 

Mr. MAAS. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last two words. 

I simply want to say I thoroughly en
dorse everything the distinguished chair
man of the Committee on Naval Affairs 
[Mr. VINSON] has said. I certainly hope 
this amendment will be adopted. This 
office is going to wield vast power and it 
should be a legislatively created office, 
controlled by the Congress and subject to 
confirmation by the Senate. 

I strongly bespeak for the adoption of 
the amendment. 

Mr. CANFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that the amendment 
may again be reported. 
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The CHAffiMAN. Without objection, 

the Clerk will again report the amend
ment offered by the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Cox]. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
again reported the amendment. 

The CHAffiMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. CoxJ. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. RICH. Mr. Chairman, I move to 

strike out the last three words. 
Mr. Chairman, when we adopt this bill 

we just take one more step in giving -power. 
to the Chief Executive to conduct the 
affairs of Government and one more step . 
to war. 

When I view the legislation that bas 
been put on the books in the past 2 or 3 
months-the Conscription Act, the lease- . 
lend b1ll, ·the $7,000,000,000 to aid Great 
Britain, the ship seizure bill that we 
passed yesterday, and now this bill, I 
wonder jmst where we are going and 
where we are headed for. I think surely 
to war. I wonder if the Congress knows 
where it is leading this Nation. Thank 
goodness, I voted against all of them. 

We criticized Italy for going into Ethi
opia because she did not declare war. We 
criticized Germany for going into Poland, 
to Belgium, to Holland, and a number of 
other countries because she did not de
clare war on them. We criticized Japan 
when she went into China and fought the 
Chinese for several years because she .did 
not declare war. Now, what are we do
ing? Do you know? You are doing the 
same thing. The American people do 
not want war. I have ibeen doing every
thing I can to keep us from getting into 
war, and I propose to do that very thing 
as long as I can honorably, or until Con
gress votes war. But when I ~riticize 
Congress for not declaring war after it 
has passed the laws that have been passed 
in the last few months-! said the otber 
day when commenting on what you are 
doing, "Why not declare war and be done 
with it'?" I received a postal card fi'om 
Michigan with a 10-cent special-de1ivery 
stamp and a 6-cent air-mail stamp. This 
is what it says: 

"Why not declare war and be done with 
it?" interrupted Representative RoBERT RICH 
(Republican, Pennsylvania). 

Have you men lost your minds-do you ex
pect people to respect you when you are 
speaking of human lives to say, "Why not de
clare war and be done with it?" Shame on 
-you! It's easily seen you won't have to go. 
How would you like to have your head blown 
off in war? ::>top crying now; I didn't mean 
to scare you. 

A. v. MARSHALL, 
Otsego, Mich. 

The news representative from Michi
gan who put that in the paper wanted 
to deceive the public. He wanted to 
make them believe I was for war when 
I have fought it in every way I could, and 
I have voted against all these bills and 
I am against all of them now and this 
one we are discussing today. 

Why woulc4 the newspapers in Mich
igan try to deceive in this manner? 
They know the public does not want war. 
They know I do not want war. They 
ought to be ashamed of themselves. I 

say this adrr:inistration will be responsi
ble if we get in war and no one else. 

I never pay much attention to letters 
or cards that are not from my district, 
but I cannot pass over this attempt on 
the part of some newspaper to deceive, 
even going to the extent of wanting to· 
make the public believe that the Members 
who are against war are asking for it. 
The only comment I can make is that 
there is a mighty deceptive press out in 
Michigan. 

Whom are you going to believe here 
pretty soon? What are you going to do 
about it? Are you going to try to make 
the country and the world believe we are 
a peaceful nation? I do not think we 
are according to what you do. I am just 
as afraid as can be that you are going to 

_ get into this war. The President has 
said that co-nvoys mean shooting and 
shooting means war. If we start con
voys, as the Secretary of the Navy the 
other night implied we should, and they 
start to shoot at our vessels and some of 
them go down you will try to arouse the 
American people to the point of believing 
that some enemy went out of his way to 
shoot at Amt:rican vessels. We passed a 
neutrality Jaw and told the President 
and told the world we would not ehter 
the war danger zone, but the President is 
tampering with that act and now ·he is 
going to send ships into this danger zone. 
When they get there they are liable to 
be sunk and with it this Nation may be 

· sunk. God forbid that this Nation get 
into war. 

We went to Europe in 1918 to make 
the world safe for democracy but we 
find out now it was a miserable failure, 
and you are getting ready to try it again. 
Will not ycu learn to stay at home and 
attend to your own business? When you 
meddle in other people's business you get 
into trouble. We have no business to 
try to police the world. I am 10 times 
more afraid of "fifth columnists" in 
America than I am in Hitler ever coming 
to America. Let us be for national de
fense and not for aggressive warfare. 

IHere the gavel fell.] 
Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Chair

man, there are no further amendments, · 
and the bill has been read. I ask that 
the Committee rise, under the rule. 

The CHAffiMAN. Without objection. 
the pro forma amendments will be with
drawn. 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule, the 

Committee rises. 
Accordingly the Committee rQse; and 

the Speaker having resumed the chair, 
Mr. THOM, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, reported that that Committee 
having had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 4534) to amend the act approved 
June 28, 1940, entitled "An act to expedite 
the national defense, and for other pur
poses," in order to extend the power to 
establish priorities and allocate material, 
pursuant to House Resolution 189, he 
reported the same back to the House 
with an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule, the 
previous question is ordered. _ 

The .question is on the amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the Chair 
announced that the ayes appeared to 
have it. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, I object to 
the vote on the ground there is not a 
quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will count. 
Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, I just want 

the Members to know I am opposed to 
the bill. I will withdraw my objection 
because of promises that have been made 
here. 

The bill was passed. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the 

table. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes 

the gentleman from Tilinois [Mr. BEAM]. 

MEMORIAL DAY, 1941 

Mr. BEAM. 1\U. Speak-er, I submit the 
following resolution. and ask for its im
mediate consideration. 

The Cl~rk read as follows: 
House Resolution 201 

.ResolvedJ That on Wednesday, the 18th day · 
or June 1941. 1mmedlately after the ap
proval of the Journal. the House shall stand 
at recess for the purpose of holding the me
modal services as arr.anged by the Committee 
on Memorials. under the provisions of clause 
40-A of rule XI. The order of exercises and 
proceedings of the service shall be printed 
in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, -and all 'Mem• 
bers shall have leave to extend their remark-s 
in the CONGRESSrDNAL Rl!XJORD until the last 
issue of the .RECOJU> of the first session of 
the Seventy-seventh Congress on the life, 
character, and public service of' the deceased 
Members. At the conclusion of the pro
ceedings the Speaker shall call the House 
to order, and then, as a further mark of re
spect to the memori'€5 of the deceased, he. 
shall declare the House adjourned; and be it 
further ' 

&solved., That ·the necessary expenses con
nE-cted with the memorial services herein 
authorized shall bf' paid out of the con
tingent fund of the House upon vouchers 
signed by the chairman of the COmmittee on 
.Memorials and approved by the Committee 
on Accounts. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. BEITER. Mr. Speaker, I a.sk 
unanimous consent to extend my own re
marks in the RECORD and to include an 
article concerning the development of 
the St. Lawrence seaway. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. KRAMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consept to read a letter I 
have received from one of my constitu-: 
ents. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot 
recognize the gentleman to consume time 
unless those who have other special 
orders agree that he may. 

Mr. KRAMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for one-half minute. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. \ 

There was no objection. 
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BASEBALLS TO THE HOUSE PAGES 

Mr. KRAMER. Mr. Speaker, this is a 
letter from the W. J. Voit Rubber Cor
poration, of Los Angeles, Calif. 

MAY 5, 1941. 
The Honorable CHARLES KRAMER, M. C., 

New House Office Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

MY DEAR CHARLIE: Your letter of May 1 
has just been received, and we appreciate the 
opportunity to be of some assistance to the 
House pages with their baseball program. 

Accordingly, we are sending to your atten
tion, via parcel post, special handling, a dozen 
Voit baseballs, with the hope they will pro
long the charm of the House over the Senate. 

Cordially yours, 
W. J. VOlT RUBBER CORPORATION, 

• W. J. VoiT, President. 

ADJOURNMENT OVER 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that when the 
House adjourns tomorrow it adjourn to 
meet on Monday next. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
can the majority leader tell us what the 
legislative program for next week will be? 

Mr. McCORMACK. Monday will be 
District day. 

Tuesday we expect to take up the In
terior bill, under the 5-minute rule. 

Wednesday the Calendar of Commit
tees will be called. 

Thursday we expect to take up the leg
islative appropriation bill. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Does 
the gentleman expect to conclude the 
Interior bill on Tuesday? 

Mr. McCORMACK. I am not so sure 
that we can. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Then 
it would probably be taken up again on 
·wednesday, following the call of the 
calendar. 

Mr: McCORMACK. We will have to 
make some disposition. We will start on 
Tuesday, and I am in hopes that we can 
make some arrangements on Wednesday 
when that will be the first order of busi
ness for Wednesday, and if we get 
through quickly, to continue with Calen
dar Wednesday business. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, reserv
ing the right to object, in view of the 
strike just called in Detroit in another 
defense industry, can the gentleman tell 
us when we will have the Vinson bill up 
for consideration? 

Mr. McCORMACK. I am unable to 
state at the present time. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Has the gentleman 
any idea how many strikes we will have 
to have before that bill will be brought 
up? 

Mr. McCORMACK. Of course, the 
gentleman has made an inquiry of me 
and now the gentleman makes an obser
vation. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. No; this is an in
quiry. 

Mr. McCORMACK. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts does not recognize 
it as an inquiry, especially in view of 
the state of the gentleman's mind. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
and returning to the program for next 
week, we will have a call of the com
mittees on Wednesday. - What committee 
will have the call? 

Mr. McCORMACK. The Banking and 
Currency Committee. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Will 
that committee proceed? 

Mr. McCORMACK. Frankly, I am 
unable to state now, but I am giving this 
notice. and I am glad the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. MARTIN] makes 
the inquiry so that the chairmen of the 
various committees will have plenty of 
notice as to the intention to call the 
calendar on Wednesday next. Between 
now and then I will try to obtain the in
formation and advise the gentleman and 
also advise the House. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas
sachusetts [Mr. McCoRMACK]? 

There was no objection. ' 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the RECORD and to include a 
speech recently made by Assistant Secre
tary of the Treasury Gray. 

The SPEAF'...ER. Is there objection. to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas
sachusetts [Mr. McCoRMACK]? 

There was no objection. 
PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that on tomor
row, after the disposition of business on 
the Speaker's table and at the conclusion 
of any special orders heretofore entered, 
I may be permitted to address the House 
for 30 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. VORYS]? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan

imous consent that on tomorrow, at the 
conclusion of the legislative program in 
order for the day and after any special 
orders heretofore entered, I may be per
mitted to address the House for 15 
minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. JONES]? 

There was no objection. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. POAGE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan
imous consent to extend my own remarks 
in the RECORD and to include a short 
editorial from a Dallas newspaper. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. POAGE]? 

There wa·s no objection. 
The SPEAKER. Under a previous spe

cial order of the House, the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. SATTERFIELD] is rec
ognized for 10 minutes. 

CONVOYS 

Mr. SATTERFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 
have prayerfully considered . what I am 
about to say on the ftool' of this House. 
We have come now to the ultimate issue 
of the war raging overseas. We cannot 
stand in the middle of the road all sum
mer engaging in halfway measures. Our 
foreign policy to date has been faithfully 
following · after events, never ahead. 
The result is that we have reached the 

point now where any decision we make 
involves war risks. Standing between 
this country and the raw forces of de
struction in Europe is the British Navy 
and the British people. If ~ngland is 
defeated, no longer may we rely upon 
that Nation as a buckler and a shield. 
There is no sentimentality in that state
ment. The effect of that statement is to 
bare an ugly fact, the fact that ultimately 
the American people will admit its truth 
in a rush to do for their own protection 
what they should have done months be
fore. It may be then too late. I have 
watched one surrender after another
S,r:ain, Manchuria, Ethiopia, Czechoslo
vakia. The fate of France and the small
er democracies of Europe induced by in
decision merits the epitaph, "Too late." 

I am for the use of our Navy and air 
force in convoying and making sure that 
the supplies, munitions of war, and food 
get through to the British. 

I favor convoys, because I implicitly 
believe in the statement of Secretary 
Cordell Hull, who said: 

It Hitler wins the battle of the Atlantic, 
this ocean will become a broad highway for 
the swastika. 

I am for convoys, because I do believe 
that with this assistance we can continue 
the protection which the existence of a 
British Navy will provide until we have 
had an opportunity to get further along 
in our own naval program. 

I favor convoys, because, in my judg
ment, to fail to employ them now might 
result in the defeat of Great Britain, the 
loss of the British Navy, with the result 
that while we might be able to boast that 
our Navy was still intact we could not 
escape the serious consequences brought 
about by the fact that Hitler's Europe 
would have at its disposal all the navies 
and shipbuilding facilities of the Conti
nent, plus that of the British Isles, and 
we would be hopelessly outclassed. 

I favor convoys, because already our 
Latin American friends are showing 
signs of uneasiness, and we would be 
threatened with a break-up of the pan
American bloc. 

I favor convoys for the further reason 
that I believe Japan is watchfully wait
ing the development of Hitler's power, 
and once the Japanese are convinced of 
his omnipotence in all of Europe it will 
be the signal for Japan to become a very 
active ally of the Axis. 

I favor convoys, because I believe that 
America is being encircled today. The 
process of encirclement is now taking 
place in the case of Turkey. It is taking · 
place in the case of Russia. As matters 
now stand, the American hemisphere is 
at this moment surrounded by Axis 
Powers. 

I favor convoys, for the reason that so 
far Adolf Hitler has succeeded in victim
izing all who stand about like helpless 
sheep; each of his victims thus far has 
thought of their national defense only in 
a negative way. It is high time that 
Americans engage in affirmative action, 
the only course of conduct that becomes 
an American. 

I further favor convoys for the reason 
that history is primarily the record of 
courageous men. Hjstory is not what 
men wait for. It is what they do. 
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I favor convoys for the reason that the 

wisdom of acting affirmatively, quickly, 
and preventively rather than wait to face 
the power of the Nazis entrenched on 
every front is fully justified. · 

I favor convoys.for the reason that just 
a few days ago the Japanese published a 
peace offer purporting to set forth the 
kind of world that the generosity of Ger
many and Japan would permit the 
United States to live in. 

There is ample excuse and explanation 
for the slowness with which democracies 
move, but there is no reasonable excuse 
for our inability as a great nation to for
mulate now a definite, affirmative for
eign policy. We have followed events 
long enough. This great decision now 
before the American people, sad to re
late, is befogged by personal animosities 
.and political partisanship. Every vote 
taken on the floor of this House relating 
to this war and touching the course of 
conduct that we as a nation should pur
sue has nearly every time resulted in a 
division marked by the center aisle. If . 
ever this country needed leadership in 
every State, town, and hamlet it is today. 
I well know the import and the fearful . 
responsibility which the statement I am 
making entails. Those of us here in 
Washington, fully conversant with the 
dangers of the present situation, must 
speak out now. In these cloakrooms, on 
the street corners, in clubrooms wherever 
Americans meet it is rare to find a person 
who does not sincerely suggest the use 
of convoys if without that assistance 
British defeat is imminent. We face that 
possibility now, and the time has come 
for a definite and courageous decision. 
Sinkings of ships leaving ports of this 
country for England thus far this year 
have not been so numerous. Sinkings 
of empty bottoms headed this way for 
cargoes have however been heavy. I 
favor convoys as a preventative of sink
i~gs and as an earnest on our part 
that we fully intend to see that supplies 
rc:ach England. This spring and sUmmer 
G::rmany will launch her greatest at
t~ck of the war. It will be unrestricted 
submarine warfare in the Atlantic. 
Shall we wait for that, and follow events 
once again? 

I favor convoys to be employed now, 
net tomorrow nor the day after tomorrow. 
OI course, there is an alternative-i.f we 
fail to convoy we must begin to dig in 
h:=re, and who knows but perhaps to be
c::lme prisoners within our own fortress. 
On.e thing is certain, digging in here 
·when Britain is no more will neither pre
serve our peace nor our prosperity. We 
c~n no longer afford to stand another 
h::mr vacillating, wondering, doubting 
the future. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
HousToN). Under a previous order of the 
House, the gentleman from Michigan 
fMr. CRAWFORD] is recognized for 25 . 
minutes. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to insert as a part of 
my remarks a very brief excerpt from the 
decision of the Supreme Court in the 
Sugar Institute case, a statement made 
by Secreta1~y Hull, consisting of one para
graph, a statement ma<;le by the Presi
dent of tl!e~"Unite~ .'·S,t~te.s; .consisting of 

a paragraph, and a statement made by 
. Dt. Joshua Bernhardt, chief of the sugar 
' section of the Department Of Agriculture. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle
man from Michigan? 

There was no objection. 
WHY DO SEACOAST REFINERS WANT TO 

DESTROY CONTINENTAL BEET-SUGAR 
INDUSTRY? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, sev
eral days ago the gentleman from New 
York, Hon. JAMES M. FITZPATRICK, intro
duced into the RECORD a letter from the 
Honorable Fiorello LaGuardia, mayor of 
the city of ~ew York, on the subject of 
sugar quotas. An important feature of 
his letter is the development of the prop
osition that any new legislation, includ
ing any change in the present law per
taining to the importation and distribu
tion of sugar, must be careful not to in
crease the amount of sugar permitted 
growers of sugar beets in continental 
United States, but, on the other hand, 
to encourage, if possible, the amount of 
raw sugar imported from Latin American 
areas to be refined by the sugar-refining 
industry located in the New York area. 

Several days previously there was a 
luncheon meeting of the New York Board 
of Trade at which several prominent citi
zens made set speeches which were given 
wide publicity. All of them pleaded the 
cause of the seaboard cane refiners as 
against the farmers of the United States 
who produce sugar: 

The LaGuardia letter will be found at 
page A1767 of the Appendix of the CoN
GRESSIONAL RECORD, and attached is an 
excerpt from the New York Journal of 
Commerce on the meeting. · 

The mayor's letter and similar state
ments I have seen convince me that the 
seaboard cane refiners are trying to gain 
. public confidence by using prominent 
people as a f.ront and screen through 
which they attack our domestic-sugar in
dustry. In military language they may 
be said to be bUilding up a smoke screen 
in order to cover up their own vulnerable 
position. It is not impossible that they 
have developed t~e technique of using 
well-known public names for publicity 
purposes and as mouthpieces for their 
propaganda, hoping that · sugar-beet 
growers may be led to attack these prom
inent people instead of opposing and at
tacking the record of these seaboard cane 
refiners. Thus I have the well-founded 
suspicion that the cane refiners are ap
pearing in sheep's clothing, but, in trade 
parlance, they are just the same old 
wolves. 

Before I discuss the LaGuardia letter, 
let me suggest to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. FITZPATRICKJ that he ask 
the honorable mayor of New York 
whether he is informed about what such 
eminent authorities as the United States 
Supreme Court, the Secretary of State, 
and the President of the United States 
have said about the seaboard refiners, 
whose cause he pleads, and which I now 
submit. 

COURT DECISION 

In 1932 suit was instituted by the Gov
ernment against cane refiners under the 

: Sh~rll!an Act, seeking dissolution of the 

Sugar Institute on the ground that the 
organization was monopolistic and was 
operating in restraint of trade. The case 
was brought in the United States District 
Court for the Southern District of New 
York and decision handed down on 
March 7, 1934. The court found the pri
mary motive to be not merely the elimi
nation of vicious and unfair competitive 

. practices within the industry, but in re
ality an attempt to create and maintain 
a uniform price level. On appeal by the 
institute, the United States Supreme 
Court sustained the lower court, holding 
that- · 

The defendant's dominant purposes in or
ganizing the institute were: To create and 
maintain a uniform-price structure,. thereby 
eliminating and suppressing price competi
tion among themselves and other competi
tors; to maintain relatively high prices for 
refined, as compared with contemporary 
prices of raw sugar; to improve their own 
financial position by limiting and suppress
ing numerous contract terms and condi
tions; and to make as certain, as possible 
that no secret concessions should be granted. 
In their efforts to accomplish these purpo~es, 
defendants have ignored the interests of dis
tributors and consumers of sugar. 

This decision rendered illegal many of 
the institute's former activities. This 
fact, together with the unfavorable pub
licity resulting from the adverse de
cision, caused the institute voluntarily 
to be dissolved in 1936. In its place 
there was organized the United States 
Cane Sugar Refiners' Association, which 
still functions as the legislative repre
sentative of the industry. In ·addition 
the association also gathers statistical 
material and acts as a publicity. ag~ncy. 
STATEMENTS OF PRESIDENT AND SECRETARY HULL 

In a letter dated August 7, 1937, ad
dressed to Han. PAT HARRISON, United 
States Senate, the Secretary of State, Hon. 
Cordell Hull, said: 

It is believed to be against the public in
terests for the Government to grant any fur
ther measure of protection to a group whose 
record repeatedly indicates tt would resort 
to monopolistic practices and conspire to re
strain trade in violation of the antitrust 
law. Only a little over a year ago the United 
States Supreme Court upheld a lower court 
ruling and found the Sugar Institute guilty 
on 40 separate counts of engaging in a com
bination and conspiracy to restrain trade in 
sugar. 

The President, in his letter of April 11, 
1940, to the chairman of the House Agri
cultural Committee, Hon. Marvin .Jones, 
points out as being entirely unjustified 
and un-American. He said: 

Such a course of action, as I have pointed 
out on a previous occasion, would be tanta
mount to an imperialistic classification of 
citizens and a tyrannical abuse of minority 
rights that is utterly contrary to the Amer
ican concept of fairness and democracy. 
Among the cases in point is the proposal to 
reinstate the former discrimination against 
the refining Qf sugar in the insular parts of 
the United States. 

REFINERS HEAVILY SUBSIDIZED 

. According to the testimony of Dr. 
<?"oshua Bernhardt, chief of the sugar 
section, before the Committee on Fi
nance, United States Senate, Seventy
fifth Congress, first session, on H. R. 
7667, page 171, when .the 1937 Sugar Act 
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was bzing considered, continental . re
finers received a subsidy . which averaged·. 
$36,934,980 annually ·for the 3 years, 1934 
to 1936, inclusive. On this basis, the re
finers have received a total subsidy in 
the 7 years under the- Sugar Act equiva
lent to $221,000,000, while the total re
fund payments made to all Puerto Rico 
raw sugar producers were only $32,-
831,227. 

Moreover, the census of manufactures 
shows continental refiners employed in 
1937 only 14,024 employees. Thus, they 
received a subsidy of about $2,300 for each 
person employed as against an annual 
average wage of about $1,005, according 
to the 1937 Census of Manufactures. 
Thus, to claim or insinuate that the 17 
continental refiners have not received 
a subsidy under the tariff is simply side
stepp:ng the facts. 

Not only do the Eastern Seaboard re
finers enjoy a full measure of subsidies, 
but the quota system also protects them 
in: first, the extraordinary form of an 
embargo upon shipments of refined sugar 
to the United States, in excess of a stated 
quantity, from the principal competing 
foreign country which is limited under 
present legislation to a quota for direct
consumption sugars of 22 percent of its 
raw sugar quota; second, in the protec
tion the refiners enjoy against importa
tions of direct-consumption sugars from 
the Philippines under the provisions of 
the Philippine Independence Act; and, 
third, in their protection, by quotas, 
against increased importation of liquid 
sugars which in some areas and in · some 
industries have tended to replace ordi
nary commercial refiners' sugar. 

REFINERS EMPLOY VERY LITI'LE LABOR 

It is generally known that the refining 
of sugar is one of the most completely 
mechanized industries of which there is 
any record. In 1937, as stated, the total 
number of employees engaged in refining 
raw cane sugar on the continent was 
14,024. Thus, the labor employed 
amounts to an average of less than 1,000 
persons for each of the 17 refiners in the 
United States, of which only 5 are located 
in the metropolitan area of New York 
City. 

Getting back to the LaGuardia letter, 
at one moment the mayor seems to be 
pleading for an ample supply of sugar at 
low prices for the consumers of New 
York City; at another he appears to be 
putting in a word for the good-neighbor 
policy being developed by the United 
States and Latin American countries; 
but, when he gets down to the final word, 
it appears that he has assumed the role 
of political sponsor for the sugar refin
ing industry and comes out flatly opposed 
tc the welfare of agriculture and opposed 
to an increase in the production of sugar 
in continental United States. He calls 
attention to a recommendation of the 
mayor's business advisory committee 
which included among other points the 
following conclusion: 

As a practical matter, this will mean plac
ing the city in opposition to the further ex
pansion of the beet sugar quotas • • ~ 
for it is the protection granted to the beet 
producers that is mainly responsible for the 
high price of sugar in New :York City and 
elsewhere in the United States, compared 
with the world price. 

· It is not -outside the realm of probabil-
. ity that the . honorable-. ma-yor may not~ 

have prepared·tlie letter in question. In
deed, a careful reading of his communica
tion leaves the impression that it is 
merely a piece of propaganda prepared 
for his signature by thos·e engaged in the 
refining industry whose only desire is for 
unlimited quantities of ·raw sugar from 
the Tropics as against the production of 
beet sugar within the United States, and 
whose concern is not primarily with the 
price to American consumers. 

The basic problem of refiners is neither 
to make the tropical producers pros
perous by paying . them high prices for 
raw sugar, nor to protect American con
sumers by supplying sugar at low prices, 
but rather to secure a large volume of 
raw sugar in order to keep their factories 
operating on a basis that will allow satis
factory profits for their stockholders. 
This is not a statement of criticism of 
the refining industry which Is merely pur
suing recognized business methods. It is 
intended very definitely to call attention 
to the true fact which is, that beet sugar 
production in the United States has in
creased to the point where it is now offer
ing real competition in the American 
sugar market. This leads us to a frank 
examination of some of the more impor
tant economic problems involved: 

First. During the first 3 months of 1941 
(January 2 to April3) market quotations 
for duty-paid raw sugar advanced· from 
2.9 cents to 3.4 cents, an increase of 
0.5 cent, in the New York market,. as 
reported by the Willett & Gray Weekly 
Statistical Sugar Trade Journal. These 
market quotations are net cash without 
discount. Without getting into unneces
sary details let me stress the fact that the 
corresponding price for refined sugar 
<wholesale f. o. b. factory) advanced ap
proximately the same amount. This 
means that the price of sugar has gone 
up half a cent a pound. The actual in
crease to the ultimate consumer at re
tail stores may have been a little more 
or a little less, depending upon any num
ber of temporary or local circumstances. 

The increase in market quotations for 
raw sugar during the first 3 months of 
1941 had nothing whatever to do with 
production of beet sugar in continental 
United States; and the increase in price 
of refined beet or cane sugar resulting, 
likewise was due to a situation entirely 
outside of our country. The Lamborn 
Sugar Market Report under date of Jan
uary 21 refers to advancing freight rates 
on merchant vessels engaged in the trans
portation of raw sugar from distant areas 
to the United States. Again on February 
18 reference is made to "increasing costs 
of ocean freight" with special reference to 
the Philippines. Again, on March 11 ref
erence is made to the "increasing cost of 
ocean tonnage." Again, under date of 
March 25 reference is made to the ocean 
tonnage situation with the statement 
that there is no indication of improve
ment. Many other illustrations might be 
cited to indicate that the price increase 
during recent months has been due en
tirely to the foreign war situation. 

In other words, American consumers 
are again finding themselves victims of a 
dependence upon foreign sources for an 
important food material. Any propa-

, ganda by interested refiner groups in- . 
1 tended •to throW:: the blame- on important 
branches of American· agriculture is just 
literally unfair or unjust. and that is one 
of the reasons why this explanation needs 
to be made. Fortunately American con
sumers are not as completely dependent 
upon foreign sources as they were at the 
outbreak of the first great World War in 
1914. At that time production of sugar 
in continental United States had barely_ 
reached .1,000,000 tons annually and duty
free sugar from Hawaii, Puerto Rico, and 
the Philippine Islands amounted to about 
another 1,000,000 tons. At that time im
ports amounted to about 2,500,000 tons, or 
more than total production under Ameri
can control. Fortunately during the last 
2 or 3 years production of sugar in conti
nental United States has been more than 
doubled what it was back in 1914; like
wise the amount brought in from duty
free insular areas-Hawaii, Puerto Rico, 
and the Philippine IslandS-has averaged 
about 2,700,000 tons. The total available 
under direct American control has thus 
averaged about 5,000,000 tons. On the 
other hand, foreign imports during re
cent years has averaged less than 
2,000,000 tons. Thus, while ocean freights 
engaged in the transportation of offshore 
sugar are responsible for the present 
price adv~nce, at least it may be said that 
the people of the United States are now 
assured a very large supply of sugar from 
EiOUrces entirely within ·our own control. 
Imports of sugar during the last 5 yearS-
1935 to 1939-have been only about half 
of what they were 10 yea:cs earlier-1925 
to. 1929. 

Second. Sugar prices in the United 
States have fallen fully 50 percent since 
the post World War period 20 years ago. 
Ouring the last 10 years average retail 
price of granulated sugar to American 
consumers has only slightly exceeded 5 
cents per pound, compared with 10 cents 
or more per pound when we were largely 
dependent upon foreign raw sugar 15 or 
20 years ago. Not only have sugar prices 
come down to lower levels than those 
common in the United States before the 
great World War-1910 to 1914---but 5Ugar 
prices in the United States are substan
tially relatively lower than prices of all 
other food products. During the years 
before the World War-1910 to 1914---the 
retail price of sugar averaged 6 cents per 
pound. Now during the last 5 years the 
average has been approximately 5 cents 
per pound. From this it must be appar
ent that sugar-beet producers in the 
United States and sugarcane producers 
in the insular areas have expanded to the 
point where they not only provide a very 
large portion of domestic requirements 
but they have literally brought the price 
down substantially, not only from the 
post-war level of 10 to 20 cents per pound 
but even below pre-war prices and below 
food prices in general. 

Third. The mayor concluded his letter, 
or the letter signed by him, to the effect 
that it is the protection granted to the 
beet producers that is mainly responsible 
for the high price of sugar in New York 
City, and elsewhere in the United States, 
compared with the world price. 

The truth of the situation is that the 
retail price of sugar to consumers in the 
United· States is' lower than in any other 
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Important country in the whole world. 
And, what is more, the people of the 
United States consume as much or more 
sugar per capita than the people of any 
other impo.rtant country in the world. 
In fact, most of the people in most coun
tries consume less than half as much per 
capita as do we in the United States, 
while in most parts of the world the 
retail_ price of sugar to consumers is at 
least double the price now paid in this 
country. Much as all fair-thinking per
sons may wish for all industry to prosper, 
including the sugar-refining industry, let 
us not pin a recent advance of half a 
cent a pound on American farmers while 
pretending to protect American consum
ers and promote good relations with the 
people in Latin American countries. 

Fourth. The mayor takes occasion to 
make reference to the tariff policy of the 
United States and apparently wishes to 
leave the impression that the present 
tariff on foreign sugar has reached un
bearably high levels and that this is re
sponsible for advancing sugar prices. It 
is well enough, therefore, to call atten
tion to the fact that the present tariff 
on foreign sugar is at the lowest level 
during the last 20 years. It will not be 
denied that the relatively high rates of 
duty imposed between 1921 and 1930 
stimulated expansion in sugar production 
in continental United States and the in
sular areas. But this in turn resulted in 
a steady expansion, increased supplies, 
and lowered prices to American consum
ers. And, as already noted, the present 
rate of duty is the lowest in 20 years, 
due to a series of tariff adjustments dur
ing the last decade. What the people of 
this country want is for American agri
culture to have an opportunity to use 
our natural resources and to give employ
ment to labor at the same time that 
consumers in this country are given 
bountiful supplies of important food 
products at low prices. 

Recently the Department of Agricul
ture announced a desire to stimulate do
mestic production of a series of impor
tant food products-meat products, dairy 
products, and poultry products-and in
dicated an intention to stimulate the 
production of some other items, such as 
fruits and vegetables. Rumor had it that 
domestic producers of sugarcane in the 
Gulf States and of sugar beets in the 
Great Lakes region and the Western, 
Mountain, and Pacific States would be 
given an equal opportunity to slightly ex
pand production. Indeed, the statement 
was made that an order had already been 
prepared removing acreage restrictions 
and granting an opportunity to expand 
in a small way. Now, however, the public 
is advised that the administration has 
decided not to carry through this pro
gram. In other words, strict limitations 
are to be continued during this year. 

Again, recently it was found that the 
Philippine Islands were not in position 
to supply the entire quota originally al- · 
lotted to that area. A reallotment of a 
deficit of 73,232 short tons was announced. 
But instead of allotting this additional 
amount to domestic producers of sugar
cane and sugar beets, the administration 
a few days ago announced that this had 
largely been allotted to Haiti and the 

Dominican Republic, Mexico, Peru, ·Nic
aragua, Salvador, Honduras, and some 
other miscellaneous foreign areas. 

From these illustrations it is apparent 
that the Government takes the view that 
consumers must be made to pay higher 
prices for foreign sugar and that domes
tic producers must not be permitted to 
further increase production even though 
much land lies idle and farmers are ready 
and willing and anxious to expand and to 
supply the American market more com
pletely. 

Fifth. Finally, the question is raised as 
to what all this means to American con
sumers. The letter from the mayor 
says-

Although the protection at present granted 
the domestic producers is costing the con
sumers of New York City about $15,000,000 a 
year, I realize it would be too much to expect 
legislation increasing the volume of sugar 
refining at the port of New York. 

The refiners did not tell the mayor that 
the price of sugar has been reduced 
during the last 20 years roughly from 20 
cents per pound to 5 cents per pound due 
to the pol!cy of encouraging the produc- . 
tion of sugar in continental United States 
and the insular areas. Since the good 
people of New York consume about 100 
pounds of sugar per capita per annum, it 
would seem that a reduction of 5 cents 
per pound would represent a saving of 
$5 per person comparing recent years 
with the postwar years. Assuming no 
more than 6,000,000 people in the central 
city of New York, a saving of $5 per 
capita would represent a net saving of 
$30,000,000 per annum to these good peo
ple because of the development of sugar 
under American control. This is a sav
ing of $30,000,000 per annum rather than 
an added cost of $15,000,000 per annum 
referred to in the mayor's letter. 

Other comparisons might very well be 
made. While costs of all food and in
deed of all commodities of every kind are 
now fully 25 percent higher than during 
the years before the last World War 
0910-14) it is significant, as already 
noted, that the price of refined sugar is at 
least 1 cent per pound lower. Thus, the 
good people of the city are saving millions 
of dollars annually whether comparison 
be made with sugar prices back 25 years 
ago or sugar prices during the decade 
following the World War. 

I think it is appropriate for me to 
recommend to the gentleman from ,New 
York [Mr. FITZPATRICK] that he secure a 
copy of the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD of May 
29, 1939, beginning at page 8874, in which 
I went into great detail to explain ali 
about the fantastic and erroneous charge 
that the domestic-sugar industry . is a 
great burden to the consumers. I would 
like to have the gentleman read the 
RECORD himself and then send a copy of 
it to the mayor, so that he will be bet.ter 
informed the next time the refiners ask 
him to write a letter, without them giving 
him all of the facts. 

In conclusion, it would seem important 
that public men who have a real respon
sibility should not permit themselves to 
be used as propagandists for special in
terests <however meritorious the activi
ties of these special groups may be) and 
certainly . that public men should serve 

, the public by truly directing attention to 
the interests of the great mass of people 
whether engaged in agriculture or indus
try, whether wage earners or the great 
body of consumers. 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I yield to the gen
tleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Did the 
gentleman notice the other day an ob
servation by the Secretary of Agricul
ture to the effect that the unused ppr
tion of the allocation to the Philippines 
of sugar would not be reallocated to the 
farmers in America but would in ·an prob
ability go to some foreign nation, in or
der to promote the good-neighbor pol
icy? 
. Mr. CRAWFORD. Yes, I noticed that, 
and it is a continuation of the policy 
which the Department of Agriculture 
adopted some years ago. 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Does it 
not seem peculiar to the gentleman from 
Michigan that our Secretary of Agricul
ture does not look after the interests of 
the farmers of America in preference to 
those of the foreign producers? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. It is surprising to 
me that he takes that attitude, and fur
thermore, that he permits the Depart
ment of Agriculture to be dominated by 
the wishes of the .state Department, in 
charge of the diplomatic phase of our 
activities. £Applause.] 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. MILLS of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, 
~ move that the House do now adjourn~ 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly 
<at 3 o'clock p. m.) the House adjourned 
until tomorrow, Friday, May 9, 1941, at 
12 o'clock noon. 

. COMMITTEE HEARINGS 
COMMITTEE ON FLOOD CONTROL 

The Committee on Flood Control will 
continue hearings on the following days: 

1. Friday, May 9: Proponents and rep
resentatives of the Corps of Engineers 
for the lower Mississippi River and tribu
taries other than the Arkansas, the 
White, the Red, and the St. Francis 
Rivers. 

2. Monday, May 12: Proponents and 
representatives of the Corps of Engineers 
for other projects in other regions and in 
other parts of the United States. 

3. TUesday, May 13: Representatives 
of the Department of Agriculture and 
other governmental agencies. 

4. Wednesday, May 14: Senators and 
Members of Congress. 

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 

The special subcommittee on bank
ruptcy and reorganization of the Com
mittee on the Judiciary will hold public 
hearings on H. R. 2673 (a bill proposing 
to amend· the Municipal Bankruptcy Act, 
relating to preliminary stays), on Friday, 
May 9, 1941, at 10 a. m., in room 346, 
House Office Builcing. 

The Committee on the Judiciary will 
hold public hearings on H. R. 4017, a bill 
permitting exemption from certain re
strictions on political activity in munici
pal affairs, on Wednesday, May 14, 1941, 
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at 10 a. m., in room 346, House Office 
Building, before Subcommittee No. 1. 
COMMITTEE ON THE MERCHANT MARINE 

AND FISHERIES 

The Committee on the Merchant Ma
rine and Fisheries will hold public hear
ings on Wednesday, May 14, 1941, at 10 
a. m., on H. R. 3361, to provide that the 
United States shall aid the States in fish 
restoration and management proj~cts, 
and for other purposes. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive 

communications were taken from the 
Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

519. A letter from the Attorney General, 
transmitting a copy of the v:ill of the late 
Samuel Wilson Williams, which will has been 
contested by some of the heirs; to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

520. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting a supple
mental estimate of appropriation for the 
legislative establishment, House of Repre
sentatives, for the fiscal year 1941, in the 
amount of $1,400 (H. Doc. No. 207) ; to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered 
to be printed. · 

521. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting an 
amendment to the estimates of appropria
tions included in the Budget for the fiscal 
year 1942 for the legislative establishment, 
Library of Congress, involving an increase 
of $50,000 in such estimates (H. Doc. No. 
208); to the Committee on Appropriations 
and ordered to be printed. 

522. A letter from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting a draft of a proposed joint 
resolution extending the application of sec
tion 6 of the act ent~tled "An act to expe
dite the strengthening of the national de
fense" approved July 2, 1940 (54 Sta<.;. 714), 
to all Territories, dependencies, and posses
sions of the United States, including the 
Philippine Islands, the Canal Zone, and the 
District of Columbia; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

523. A letter from the Acting Secretary of 
the Navy, transmitting a draft of a proposed 
bill to authorize the advancement of certain 
officers whose accomplishments have been 
outstanding; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

524. A letter from the Under Secretary of 
Agriculture, transmitting a draft of a pro
posed bill to amend the act providing punish
ment for killing or assaulting Federal officers; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

525. A letter from the Under Secretary of 
Agriculture, transmitting a draft of a pro
posed blll to authorize the Secretary of Agri
culture to designate employees of the Depart
ment of Agriculture to make arrests for viola
tion of the laws relating to and the rules and 
regulations established for the protection of 
lands acquired under or transferred for ad
ministration under title III of the Bankhead
Janes Farm Tenant Act; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

526. A letter from the Under Secretary of 
Agriculture, transmitting a draft of a pro
posed bill to amend the act approved Octo
ber 10, 1940 (54 Stat. 1105), to permit such 
responsible officers as may be designated by 
heads of departments or establishments to 
authorize or approve the allowance and pay
ment of expenses incident to the transporta
tion of the household goods of civilian oftlcers 
and employees when transferred from one of
ficial station to another for permanent duty; 
to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Executive Departments. 

527. A letter from the Acting Secretcry of 
Agriculture, transmitting a draft of a pro
posed bill to add certain lands to the Boise 
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National Forest, the Salmon National Forest, 
and the Targhee National Forest in the State 
of Idaho; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

528. A letter from the Acting Secretary of 
Agriculture, transmitting a draft of a pro
posed bill to authorize the Department of 
Agriculture to make open-market proc··re
ments where the aggregate amount involved 
does not exceed $100; to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Executive Departments. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUB
LIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk for 
printing and reference to the proper cal
endar, as follows: 

Mr. COLMER: Committee on Rules. House 
Resolution 200. Resolution for the consid
eration of H. R. 4545, a bill to provide for the 
acquisition and equipment of public works 
made necessary by the defense program; 
without amendment (Rept. No. 509). Re
ferred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. RANDOLPH: Committee on the Dis
trict of Columbia. H. R. 4109. A bill to pro
vide aid to the dependent children in the 
District of Columbia; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 510). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. RANDOLPH: Committee on the Dis
trict of Columbia. H. R. 4365. A bill to give 
additional powers to the Board of Public Wel
fare of the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 511) . Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. RANDOLPH: Committee on the Dis
trict of Columbia. H. R. 4498. A bill to pro
vide for the admission to St. Elizabeths Hos
pital of insane persons belonging to the 
Foreign Service of the United States; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 512). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. RANDOLPH: Committee on the Dis
trict of Columbia. H. R. 4599. A bill to 
authorize the Federal Security Administrator 
to accept gifts for St. Elizabeths Hospital 
and to provide for the administration of such 
gifts; without amendment (Rept. No. 513). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. STEAGALL: Committee on Banking 
and Currency. H. R. 4674. A bill to extend 
the operations of the Disaster Loan Corpora
tion and the Electric Home and Farm Au
thority, to provide for increasing the lending 
authority of the Reconstruction Finance Cor
poration, and for other purposes; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 514). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public 

bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN of Louisiana: 
H. R. 4684. A b111 to authorize the improve

ment of Bayous Rapides, Boeuf, and Cocodrie, 
La., for fiood control and other purposes; 
to the Committee on Flood Control. 

By Mr. BARRY: 
H. R. 4685. A bill to extend to closed build

ing and loan associations and for the liquida
tion of assets of such associations the same 
assistance that is now extended to closed 
banks and for the liquidation of their assets; 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. MAAS: 
H. R. 4686. A bill to amend the Soldiers' 

and Sailors' Civil Relief Act of 1940 with re
spect to the treatment of certain personal
property taxes; to the Committee on Mllitary 
Affairs. 

H . R. 4687. A bill to authorize officers and 
enlisted men of the United States Navy and 
tTnited States Marine Corps to accept such 
medals, orders, decorations, and presents as 
have been tendered them by foreign govern
ments; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MARCANTONIO: 
H. R. 4688. A bill to provide a Nation-wide 

system of social security and a guaranteed 
minimum family income; to extend oppor
tunity for gainful and useful employment to 
all willing workers; to establish a program 
of Federal public works and services; to ex
pand the domestic market for agricultural 
and industrial products; to assure a more 
equitable distribution of national income; 
to establish a basic American standard of· 
living; and for other purposes; to the Com
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. O'CONNOR: 
H. R. 4689. A bill to provide for the con

struction and maintenance of a bridge on 
United States Highway No. 2 in the State 
of Montana; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PATMAN: 
H. R. 4690. A bill providing for the pay

ment to each selectee under the Selective 
Training and Service Act of 1940 of $100 
upori his discharge to enable him to purchase 
civilian clothing and other necessaries; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

H. R. 4691. A bill to amend the Federal 
Credit Union Act; to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi: 
H. R. 4692. A bill relating to the disposi

tion of personal property of certain deceased 
patients or members of United States Vet
erans' Administration facilities; to the Com
mittee on World War Veterans' Legislation. 

By Mr. STEAGALL: 
H. R. 4693. A bill to amend the National 

Housing Act, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 
· H. R. 4694. A bill to continue Commodity 
Credit Corporation as an agency of the United 
States, to maintain its capital unimpaired, to 
increase its borrowing power, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Texas: 
H. R. 4695. A bill to enable school districts 

in which real estate has been acquired by the 
United States for national-defense purposes 
to maintain school facilities and other school 
essential services and to pay principal and 
interest on bonded indebtedness; to the Com· 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HEBERT: 
H. Con. Res. 32. Concurrent resolution ere• 

ating a special joint committee to investigate 
the matter of losses resulting from the white
fringed beetle eradication and control pro. 
gram in Louisiana; to the Committee on 
Rules. 

H. Con. Res. 33. Concurrent resolution au
thorizing appropriation for expenses of spe
cial joint committee created by House Con• 
current Resolution 32; to the Committee on 
Accounts. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 

bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. COLE of New York: 
H. R. 4696. A bill granting a pension to 

Vurle Bahnmiller; to the Committee on Pen
sions. 

By Mr. RIZLEY: \ 
H. R. 4697. A bill for the relief of Charley : 

C. B. Bokis; to the Committee on Military /1 

Affairs. 
By Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts: 1 

H. R. 4698. A bill for the relief of Mrs. Han• 
nah Whalen; to the Committee on Claims. I 

By Mr. SMITH of Virginia: 
H. R. 4699. A bill for the relief of Stratles 

Theodosiou; to the Committee on Claims, 
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PETITIONS, -ETC. -

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions 
s.nd papers were laid on the Clerk's desk 
and referred as follows: 

1016. By Mr. FENTON: Petition of Pres
ident Abe Hawkes and members of Mahanoy 
City Borough Council, Mahanoy City, Pa., 
requesting that the original wage of Work 
Projects Administration employees in the 
sum of $60.50 be restored immediately as 
the basic monthly wage in order that Work 
Projects Administration employees can be 
provided with the bare necessities of life; to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

1017. By Mr. HAINES: Petition from the 
President, members of faculty, and students 
of Wilson College at Chambersburg, Pa., urg
ing support of President Roosevelt's state
ment of American policy, etc.; to the Com
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

1018. By Mr. KEOGH: Petition of the Tem
ple Mens' Club of Sharri Zedt:!k, of Brook
lyn, N. Y., favoring the McCarran-Mead
Flanagan longevity bill (H. R. 1057) ; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

1019. By Mr. LAMBERTSON: Petition cf 
T. B. Torkelson and 29 others, urging the 
passage of House bill 4000; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

SENATE 
FRIDAY, MAY 9, 1941 

(Leigslative day of Thursday,MayB, 1941) 

The Senate met at 12 o'clock meridian, 
on the expiration of the recess. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Z~Barney T. Phil
lit:-s. D. D., offered the following prayer: 

Almighty God and Heavenly Father, 
by whom we are bound to life with many 
holy ties of home and loved ones, around 
whom the tendrils of our hearts are 
twined and about whom our plans and 
purposes revolve: We beseech Thee tore
veal the sanctions of Thy will unto Thy 
servants here, that they may feel Thee 
drawing nearer to each urgent need for 
help and direction in all the deliberations 
of this day. 

Help us to put our whole trust and con
fidence in Thee, for Thou art the true and 
living God, who, when we are alone, art by 
our side. If multitudes surround us, lo! 
Thou art there also. 

Enable us more and more to realize 
that, though the past bears witness to 
Thy providential care and the future 
holds Thee in reserve, it is only the con
sciousness of Thy presence now that robs 
us of our helplessness, setting all anxieties 

· at rest. 
Be Thou our all in all, and create 

within us a passion for the reign of right
eousness, which shall issue in the spread 
of brotherhood and peace among the na-

. tions of the world. We ask it for His sake 
whose merit doth exceed our own de
merit, Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 

On request of Mr. BARKLEY, and by 
unanimous consent, the reading of the 
Journal of the proceedings of the calen
dar day of Thursday, May 8, 1941 was 
dispensed wit:1, and the Journal wa~ ap
proved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message -from the House of Repre
sentatives by Mr. Megill, one of its clerks, 

announced that the House had passed a 
bill (H. R. 4534) to amend the act ap
proved June 28, 1940, entitled "An act to 
expedite the national defense, and for 
other purposes," in order to extend the 
power to establish priorities and allo
cate material, in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

CALL OF THE ROLL 

Mr. HILL. I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
will call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll and 
the following Senators answered to' their 
names: 
Adams 
Aiken 
Andrews 
Austin 
Bailey 
Ball 
Bankhead 
Barbour 
Barkley 
Bilbo 
Bone 
Brooks 
Brown 
Bulow 
Bunker 
Burton 
Butler 
Byrd 
Byrnes 
Capper 
Caraway 
Chandler 
Chavez 
Clark, Mo. 
Connally 
Danaher 
Davis 
Downey 

Ellender 
George 
Gerry 
Gillette 
Glass 
Green 
Guffey 
Gurney 
Hatch 
Hayden 
Herring 
Hili. 
Holman 
Hughes 
Johnson, Calif. 
Johnson, Colo. 
Kilgore 
La Follette 
Langer 
Lee 
Lodge 
Lucas 
McCarran 
McFarland 
McNary 
Maloney 
Mead 
Murdock 

Murray 
Norris 
Nye 
O'Mahoney 
Overton 
Pepper 
Radcliffe 
Reynolds 
Schwartz 
Smathers 
Smith 
Spencer 
Stewart 
Thomas, Idaho 
Thomas, Okla. 
Thomas, Utah 
Truman 
Tunnell 
Tydings 
Van Nuys 
Wallgren 
Walsh 
Wheeler 
White 
Wiley 
Willis 

Mr. HILL. I announce that the Sena
tor from Mississippi [Mr. HARRISON], the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. McKEL
LAR], and the Senator from New York 
[Mr. WAGNER] are absent from the Sen
ate because of illness. 

The Senator from Idaho [Mr. CLARK], 
and the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Rus
SELL] are una~oidably detained. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty-two 
Senators have answered to their names. 
A quorum is present. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the following communication and 
lr.tters, which were referred as indicated: 
DRAFTS OF PROPOSED AMENDMENTS

DEVELOPMENT OF LANDING AREAS (S. 
DOC. NO. 51) 

A communication from the President of 
the United States, submitting drafts of sev
eral proposed amendments to the bill (H. R. 
4276) making appropriations for the Depart
ment of State, tlle Department of Commerce, 
the Department cf Justice, and the Federal 
judiciary, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1942, and for other purposes, relative to the 
development of landing areas for aircraft 
under the Department of Commerce, involv
ing an increase of $61,477,750 (with an ac- 
c0mpanying par-er); to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

- BEQUEST TO THE UNITED STATES OF THE 
LATE SAMUEL WILSON WILLIAMS 

A letter from the Attorney General, trans
mitting copy of the will of the late Samuel 
Wilson Williams, of White Bluff, Tenn., filed 
for probate in the Cheatham County Court 
at Ashland City, Tenn., on March 4, 1941, in 

_ which the decedent leaves all his property to 
the United States, "in the event of • • • 

· sudden-death," upon certain conditions and 
recommending that the bequest be not ac-

' cepted (with an accompanying paper); to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

OPEN MARKET PROCUREMENTS BY DE
PARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of Agri
culture, transmitting a draft of proposed 
legislation to authorize the Department of 
Agriculture to make open-mark€t procure
ments where the aggregate amount involved 
does not exceed $100 (with an accompanying 
paper); to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

DESIGNATION OF AGRICULTURAL DE
PARTMENT EMPLOYEES TO MAKE 
ARRESTS IN CERTAIN CASES 
A ~ "tter from the Under Secretary of Agri

culture, transmitting a draft of proposed 
legislation to authorize the Secretary of Agri
culture to designate employees of the De
partment of Agriculture to make arrests for 
violation of the laws relating to and the 
rules and regulations established for the pro
tection of lands acquired under or transferred 
for administration under title III of the 
Bankhead-Janes Farm Tenant Act (with an 
accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

TRANSPORTATION OF HOUSEHOLD GOODS 
OF CIVILIAN OFFICERS 

A letter from the Under Secretary of 
Agriculture, transmitting a draft of proposed 
legislation to amend the act approved October 
1?, 1940 (54 Stat. 1105) to permit such respon
Sible officers as may be designated by heads of 
departments or establishments to authorize 
or approve the allowance and payment of ex
penses incident to the transportation of the 
household goods of civilian officers and em
ployees when transferred from one official 
station to another for permanent duty (with 
an accompanying paper); to the Committee 
on Expenditures in the Executive Depart
ments. 

PUNISHMENT FOR KILLING OR ASSAULT
ING FEDERAL OFFICERS 

A letter from the Under Secretary of Agri
culture, transmitting, with renewed recom
mendation for its enactment, a draft of pro
pose_d legislation to amend the act provr.lting 
pumshment for killing or assaulting Federal 
officers_ (with accompanying papers); to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 

. Petitions, etc., were laid before the 
Senate by the Vice President, or pre
sented by a Senator, and referred as 
indicated: 

By the VICE PRESIDENT: 
A resolution of the class of 1896 of New 

York University Medical Department, favor
ing the granting of all aid to Great Britain, 
and, if necessary, the use of the United States 
·Navy, to the end that food, arms, and muni
tions may be delivered to that country; to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

A resolution of the General Court of 
Massachusetts; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary: 
"Resolutions requesting Congress to call a 

convention for proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution cf the United States 
relative to taxes on incomes, inheritances 
and gifts, and to provide a mode for the 
ratification of said amendments. 

"Resolved, That the General Court of Mas-
sachusetts, acting in pursuance of article v 
of the Constitution of the United States, 
hereby requests the Congress of the United 
States that it call a convention under said 
article for the purpose of proposing an 
amendment to said Constitution, as follows: 

"ARTICLE-
"'SECTION 1. The sixteenth article of 

amendment to the Constitution 1s hereby 
annulled. 
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